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that could work upon a Conſidering Man. 


He REA DER may perhaps wonder that, ſo long after the 
Publication of a Book, there ſhould come ont an Anſwer 
to it. The true Reaſon of it, is, That I had not ſeen the 
Bool, till 4 good while after twas Publiſb d; and when 1 
had, I thought that either the Biſhop would Anſwer it, or that it was 
his Opinion it did not deſerve an Anſwer ; And I found nothing in it 


But when the Deſign ſeem d to be proſecuted, and particular Articles 


came to be examin d, and the [ame was threaten'd to the reſt ; and the 


Biſhop's Anſwer was ridicul d, and Himſelf calld The great Maſter 


of Compendious Anſwering ( by One who is 4 greater, and who has 
given more Compendious Anſwers himſelf to Books written againſt 


him, even none at all) I began to think, that the Cry might make an 


Impreſſions upon thoſe, who did not read, but only heard the Noiſe ; 
and the Silence on this Side be imputed 4 Confeſſion by many of thoſe 


alſo that did, 


Nor was I mach Apa“ d it having ſuch Pleas, for entring acainſt 


this Treatiſe, offer d me. For its Artful, Cunning, Studied Way to 
Deceive, and Impoſe upon the Reader, and its Groundleſs, Uncha- 
ritable, Undeſerved Treatment of the Biſhop, had provok'd me; my 


Reſpect᷑ to the Biſhop's Station, and Character, had invited me; and 


the Eaſineſs of the Matter had encourag'd me : and ſo I was, without 


what Terms of Communion 
Church does; and that Thoſe, who have the Opprobrious Mark of 


any great difficulty, determin'd to give the Book this Anſwer. 


And this I was the more ready to do, becauſe I was willing to (hew 
4 Men lay upon us, more than the 


Moderate Men ſet upon them, hold all that the Church requires; 
and therefore ought not to be robb'd of the Title of Her True Sons, any 


nore than they rob the others, whom they blame not for holding more 


A 2 than 


thas the Church requires, but for impoſing i. That 2 ae 4 S rs 


whom tis the Mark of a Party toVilifie, * Diſreſpet ; * 4 1 [ 
0 onfutation F a Book, that — 5 Cry ap, an To 


Such as it is, I commit it to the Candid and Impartial Readers, if 
there be any ſuch... From ſuch as are Sworn to a Party, againſt that 
WorTHy MAN, 7 Defend, I neither 35 was nor ins at 2 


? ” Jaſtice. 


Xing Charles the Fir 
are to be ſubmitted to; which Declaration, the King teils us, was 
made with the Advice of ſo many of the Biſhops, as might conve- 
niently be Called together; and becauſe it is very much to our preſent. 
Purpoſe, I have therefore thought it proper 10 lay Part of it before the 
Reader. That therefore in thele, both Curious, and Unhappy 
* Differences, which have for ſo many Hundred Years, in different 
* Times and Places, exercis'd the Church of Chriſt; We Will, 


"THE PREFRCE 


Men as lay y ſack Weizhts upon us, and that All who approve The Pre- Nv 
fatory Diſcourſe are ſuch, I have; I hope, in ſome meaſure made out; © 
and, 7 doubt not, ſhall feel. For, I make no queſtion, I ſhall be counted © þ 
No Church- man, for daring to undertake the Defence of 4 Man, 


d Admire. 
. This is all the Account I have to give of the following 


Anfiver YZ 


Becauſe I pe _ fa Occafian to mention the Declaration * | 
in treating of the Senſe in which the Articles + | 


That all further Curious Search be laid aſide, and theſe Diſputes -1 

* ſhut up in God's Promiſes, as they be generally ſet forth to Us 7 

jn the Holy Scriptures, and the GENERAL MEANT NG of | 
the Articles of the Church of England according to them. And E - 

„ that no Man hereafter ſhall either Print, or Preach, to draw the . 
Article aſide any way, but ſhall ſubmit to it, in the plain and i 

75 « full Meaning thereof: and ſhall not put his own Senſe, or Com- Þ 
„ ment, to be the Meaning of the Article, but Thall take it in tr 
. Literal, and GRAMMATICAL, SENSE. b 
From hence let any One judge, with what Tuſtice the Biſhop ofa Sim m 


8 is accus d, either of Novelty ; or of any ſuch LO lan Haien A 
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' foul Infinuations, and weak Objections ; and letting the World ſee. 
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ERMIT me, after the Freedom that you have taken in handling the 
« Biſhop of Sarum in the manner you have, to be only ſo free with you, 
though unknown, as to addreſs my ſelf to you, in the Defence of a 
Work which is as much above your Cenſure as its Author is above 
EKRegarding it. Tis not worth His While, to leave his more Important 
Buſineſs, to take Notice of every one who unjuſtly and maliciouſly makes it bis to 


| Revile and Abuſe Him, either becauſe he cannot or will not underſtand him. But 
I, having alittle Leiſure, thought it would not be thrown away, if I took ſome 


Pains in fairly repreſenting His Lordſhip's Notions, in clearing them from your 


that you 
want a better Cauſe, or your Cauſe a better Advocate. This 1 could have done 
in a ſhorter and clearer Method, and eaſier to my ſelf, than I have now choſen ; 


but I knew what ſort of a Man I had to deal with, and therefore I reſolved to 


paſs'd by any thing Material: And Pardon me, if I ſometimes ex 
ment for your treating the Biſhop with ſo anuſual an Inſolence. 


trace you through every Paragraph, to ſhow there was not a Syllable in you I 
was afraid of, and to take away all occaſion of Pretence from you, that I had 


You begin with that, which, in the ſmall Knowledge I have had, is notoriouſly 


Falſe: The Book indeed has been the general Topick of Diſcourſe, but with quite 
another Character than you mention. For thoſe that I have heard ſpeak of it, 


and enquir d about it from, have given it a Name as if they thought it Uſeful, and 


as ExaCt as a Book of that Nature could be. It was Sold and Praiſed at no ordi- 

- nary Rate, and Recommended to the Clergy by no ordinary Men. But you might 

not perhaps know this. Men's Converſations. lie different ways, and we don't 
care for, or mind, and fo don't remember what tho 
© Opinion we have any ways pleas'd to take up. 


ſe talk, who are not of the 


"es "9p But 


preſs a Reſent= | #1 
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Land the Biſhop be thought a Changeling, to the Naked Truth ; a Book deſign'd 
for a Comprehenſion, and which Doctor Burnet Anſwer d. That Book, it ſeems, 
though written with a great deal of Art and Cunning, fit to deceive Unwary 
People, would not rake in that Reign, But when the Revolution happerd, we 
expected mighty Changes, and the Book was new Publiſh'd, and Seconded with ſome more 

of the ſame ſort, But all the Miſchief could, for all this, be done the Church, was 
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But in the next four Paragraphs it muſt be compared, to make it look odious, 


gaining a Toleration. When ſuch open Dealings would not turn to good Account, 


the Latitudinari ant, who had lain ſtill a while meditating upon Ruine and Compre- 
henſion, at laſt broke the Peace, with a Contrivance that brought along with it 
ſad Alarms and Jealouſies to all honeſt Men, of effecting their wicked Deſigns, un- 

der a ſnew of Service; doing by the Church, as you do by the Biſhop, in the next 
Sentence, give him a Good - word or two in the firſt part of it, only to make the 


Reflexion, in the ſecond part of it, fall the heavier. And who ſhould be at the 


head of this but the Biſhop of Sarum, who has, for all his underſtanding the World 
ſo well, made ſo odd à turn in it, as to be of different Minds in different Reigns, 
and to promote a Deſign now, which he before oppos'd ? And to make this the more 
odd; When he was a Stranger, a Neuter, nothing almoſt amongſt us, he was ſo 
kind to the Church, as to write for Epi/copacy : But now he is a Biſhop hirnſelf, in 
one of the moſt Eminent Stations of the Hierarchy, he is grown cold and indifferent, 
no great Friend to himſelf or his Order, but would be glad to Encourage all Par- 
ties whatever, and have Things reduc'd 10 the comfortable Equality of a Neighbour- 
Nation. Seriouſly, this is, as you ſay, ſo unaccount able, that no Conſidering Man can 
believe it; and your hearty IIl- will quite blinded you, when it caus'd you to load 
the Caſe with ſo many Aggravations as made it abſurd. We know by their 
Practice, that Men, out of Intereſt or Spite, will throw up their Principles, or 
deſert them: But for a Man to relinquiſh his Principles and his Intereſt both at 
' once, and have the ſatisfaction of wrecking his Malice only upon himſelf; What 
think you of it? Were this Relation true, and the Deſigns directly oppoſite to 
one another, all that could be ſaid would be, that the Biſhop was grown either 


Better or Worſe than in a former Reign. If Better; every one who thinks ſo, 


would allow the Change to be Commendable, and wiſh it in every Body: If 
Worſe ; it would be for their Intereſt who judge it ſo, to allow it at leaſt Par- 
donable, for fear they ſhou'd be without Excuſe, when they are found to have 
done fo. But if all this be Falſe; If there be no ſuch thing as you lay to his 
Charge; If my Lord of Sarum, in Expounding the Articles of the Church of 
England in ſuch manner as he has done, hath not drawn 4 Scheme for Latitude 
in Opinion, any farther than the Articles themſelves allow; If his Account of 
the Articles themſelves, and the Manner of Subſcribing them, be not particularly New, 


but ſuch as becomes a Faithful Expoſitor and an Honeſt Aan, and lets in none but 


ſuch as the Church did not deſign to provide a Barrier againſt: Then you muſt = 
allow your ſelf to be an Unfair Stater of the Caſe ; and muſt not take it il, if he 
| who believes ſo, Gain-ſay or Refute you, . "os | | 


In the next Paragraph, you are in a maze to ſee ſo mary Great Names fix'd 
before, and ſo many Tears ſpent upon a Book, which, when it Comes out, wy 
Or 1 makes 
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makes honeſt Men look back, and ſuſpect their Firſt Principles in Divinity 
and Morality. Lou cannot, for your heart, out of your Singular Reſ ned 
to the Biſhop, with which all your Expreſſions are even ſurfeited, believe 
your Eyes. Though, let me tell you, There are ſome Things in a 
Set of Writings, that would ſooner make a Man diſtruſt his Senſes, conſidering 
the great Deference the Engliſh Clergy are upon all Occaſions known to pay their 
Metropolit ans and Biſhops. Conſidering this, twould make a Man ſtare, to 

ſee One of the Biſhop's. Station, and Character, and Merits, every where 
made Mean, and Deſpicable, and Wicked, and never allow'd a Civil Word, 
but when tis to make another Word more Uncivil ; to ſee a Biſhop almoſt in 
plain Terms calld the Subverter of the Church, the Encourager of the Enemies | 
of it, an unſincere Prevaricator, and in this very Paragraph, in effect, an 
;gnorant Knave; who can't tell the common receiv'd Senſe of the Articles, and 
the Duty 4 1 and makes Subſcriptions, Declarations and Oath: of ſo little 
uſe, as to be no Security to thoſe that impoſe them : Such things, I ſay, would 
make a Man ſtare, conſidering the great Deference of the Clergy of that Church, 
of which you write your ſelf a Presbyter. It looks as if you and your Friends 
made a Jeſt of this Deference, notwithſtanding all your Obligations to it, 


when you ſcarce ever uſe ſuch Expreſſions, but in Sentences ſo void of the 
thing, that it looks ridiculous to ſee them ſo match'd, and is no better than 
the King's Authority in a Parliament Declaration, You'd do well to conſider 


what Reſpect to Biſhops, and Truth are, and act hereafter as if you thought 
them things for which you are one day to be Anſwerable 
That the Biſhop has publiſh?d 4 Reverſe to the uſual Notion of Subſcribing, 
ex animo, is glaringly Falſe, to any one that looks but into his Introduction: 


That he has put new Conſtruttions upon ſeveral of the Articles, 1 hope will be fo 


_ preſently. If there were the leaſt Reaſon to think he had, every honeſt Man 
would rejoyce that the Convocation had Genſured him, though at the Time 


and in the Manner they did. For their private Animoſities, let them ſee to't; 


They are to Anſwer for it. Decency and Regularity are ſuch deſirable and 


lovely things, that, if they be not obſery?d, no boneſt Church of England Man 


will complain of the want of frequent Convacations, What they meant, who 

wrote and talk'd for the Rights of the Lower Houſe, whether 'twere that 
they might not be interrupted in what they were doing for the Service of the Church, 
or for ſome other by-End, the World will judge, now the Diſpute is publiſh'd. 


| The Diſpute, Pm ſure, did nothing towards that Service. An Expoſition 


of the Articles, is, no doubt, of great Concern to the Church , and as it is now 


perform'd, of as great Advantage. And, laſtly, I can fairly acknow- 


led ge, That to deliver 4 Senſe which varies from the Doctrine of the Church, 
is worſe than framing a New Article, becauſe it's contradicting the true one: 

And could I in my Conſcience be perſuaded that the Biſhop had done ſo, 1 
would be as Oppoſite, though not as Rude to him, as any one. 
Could there any thing be ſhown, in the Expoſition, againſt the Fftabliſh'd 
Religion, or the Foundation it ſtands upon, (the Zeal for which made the Houſe 
„% — 09 
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the Church; and of praiſing their Courage, in defending them againſt a Member 
of the Upper Houſe, as well as their Watchfulneſs in ſuch Important Matters which 
naturally fall within their Cognixance. But it muſt be confeſs'd, after all, that 


— 


to tel] either of them ſo reſpectfully : But Incivility, I think 
_ eſcape ſo grave a Body, as it can become a ſingle Presbyter. 
Jo point out all the obnoxious Paſſages and Suggeſtions under e 


(4) 


| with ſo much Caution, Good Mamers, and Decency, take the firſt opportunity of 


acting according to their indiſpenſivle Obligation) thoſe, that are not now of the 


{ame Opinion with them, would think themſelves under the ſame indiſpenſible 
Obligation of reſting in their Deciſion, and thanking them for reſcuing the 


Articles from Gloſſes inconſiſtent with, or in any degree repugnant to the Senſe of 


ſome having fairly and impartially confider*d the Caſe, cannot induce them- 


ſelves to think that what they complain'd of did deſerve any ſuch Terms at 
-  » their Hands; leaving them and the Biſhop of Hereford to diſpute about the 
 Ditty, and Humility, and Sincerity, the Complaint was preſented with. 


However, Preſented it was, drawn up in Three Heads: And they who 


were immediately engag*d in Drawing it up, you ſay, now count themſelves oblig*d 
to ſatiiſte the World and His Lord(hip, if 
ia the next Paragraph, you hope that My Lord's Chriſtian Humility and Patience 
(which become a Biſhop juſt as much as ſome other Vertues would become 
a presbyter) will get ſo much the upper-hand of his Humane Frailty, as to 
make him not fake it ill to have ſuch a Body Vindicate their Judgment againſt 
him. The Requeſt. is.ſo Juſt, that His Lordſhip, I dare ſay, is not againſt 
it, if we may take his Word, which he has not yet forfeited, That he will 


poſſible, that the Charge is Fuſt ; and 


be Thankful to have any Faults ſhow'd him : eſpecially ſure by ſo great a 
Body of Men, in Defence of ( the Church and ) their own Opinion. 'But, 


for all this, whether they be the Work of the Body, or have had their 
Review and Approbation, or be only the Confidence of a private Member, 
we don't know. I am apt to think indeed, ſome of theſe Reaſons might be 
\ thoſe that brought on that Cenſure, and that there are no better for it: 
but I can't perſuade my ſelf, that a whole Body of Men would uſe ſuch rude 
Irreverences, as this Book is fraught with, to a Biſhop. He may poſſibly 


have err*d, and ſo may They, confidering Humane Frailty, and *tis no fault 
» can as little 


- 


every Article, mould 
require a Volume as big as the Expolition it ſelf : but this which you have done, 


will ſerve to juſtifie the Conduct of the Houſe. After the rate indeed of your 
Writing, which is half Repetition and Inſinuation, it might ſwell to a 
pretty big Volume; enlarging too upon every Fault, (and enlarge you muſt 


a good while, before you can make it look like one) which aquick-ſighted 


Malice can think it has found, or, contrary to its thoughts, make. But 
really you might write a Book of ſuch Faults as you have found juſt as big as 


the Expoſition, even the Expoſition it ſelf ; there being nothing in it but 
what's as blameable as moſt, I may ſay, all of thoſe Miſtakes. you have 
pitch'd upon. FE oath ci ny” 


But 


But this Paragraph was only meant, I ſuppoſe, to blacken the Cauſe, 
and not for ſolid Truth. And ſo too the whole Introduction is nothing 
but a Flouriſn; which | have not given a full and particular Anſwer to, in 


Opening the Caſe. And I dare ſay, no Cauſe in Chancery was ever Open d 
with more Inſinuations and Blackening, and leſsCharity and Truth. Becauſe 
it wants this laſt Vertue tis, that it ſtands in need of thoſe other Qualities 


all its Parts, becauſe we ſhall have them over and over again, this being only © | 19 


and if it did not need them, no one would be ſo injurious to it, as to make it 1 1 | 
| look, by the Uſe of them, as if it did. It is a ſhrewd ſign Men ſuſpect their bn 
strength, when they uſe ſuch Arts. Nor is it Juſt tothe Reader, to uſe a [11 


Tricks to Prejudice and put a Byaſs upon his Judgment: But he fairly ought | q | i; | 


to Determine for himſelf upon the Reaſons offer'd, and yield to thoſe - 
| whoſe Arguments, and not whoſe Foreheads are hardeſt. I will ſpeak as 

_ plainly therefore to the Matter in hand, as your flying from it into Generals, 
and talk of the Church, and Inſinuations ſcattered every where among your 
| Reaſons, and your looſe Style, and my own Abiliries will give me leave; and 
| ſhall, I hope, however I am upon theſe Accounts ſometimes forc'd out the 
| Road, keep within the Bounds of Decency and Charity, from which you 


have ſhamefully wander?d, under greater Obligations and leſſer Temptations | q 1 
J(0b0˙00%0 5 e 11 


We come now to the Matter in hand: And the Firſt Head of Complaint is, 
That the Expoſition tends to introduce ſuch 4 Latitude in Opinion, as the Articles 
were fram'd to avoid. And a ſtrange Expoſition that muſt be, and the Author 
of it none of the honeſteſt Men, whoſe very Deſign is contrary to the Deſign 
of that whereof it is the Expoſition. To make this out, you, 1ſt. Conſider 
the Deſign of the Church in framing the Articles; and herein you, for the moſt 


| : part, ſay nothing but what may be fairly allow'd: And therefore when 


you come, 200 To prove the Scope and Deſign of the Expoſition to be inconſiſtent 
with that of the Articles ; either you do not prove it to be ſo, or elle you 
prove that the Bybop is inconſiſtent with himſelf : for he certainly contends 
for no more Latitude than you allow in the Article. 
The Articles might be framed for many good Ends and Purpoſes ; but the only thing 
mention d in the Title, is to avoid Diverſities of Opinions, and to eſt abliſh Conſent, 
touching True Religion, Twas more for the Benefit of Unity, and Peace at Home, 
than the Se@isfatiion of other Reformed Churches Abroad, that they were made. 
Something of that there might be, becauſe the Church deſir d to bold a good Cor- 
reſpondence with them; but the chief Deſign was Unammity at Home, not only in 
all Fundamentals and known Articles of Faith, but in neceſſary Doctrines with reſpet 
to the Diſcipline of the Society. This is all true: And from hence it will follow, 
that whenever they had ſecur'd the Diſcipline, and thoſe Fundamentals, 
the thing they aim'd at was done; and they did not defign to exclude any 
that differ'd not in the Fundamental, but only in Points not neceſlary ;. 
or to abuſe the Churches abroad, which there was no reaſon the Subſcribers 
to our Articles ſhould be oblig'd to condemn, ſo they acknowledg'd Qurs » 


„„ | 


4 1 


be good. This yon mult allow: For acknowledging Our Diſcipline to be 


_ Good, is ſufficient to make them maintain Peace and Unanimity at Home, 


which you know is the chief Deſign of the Articles and thinking that ſettled 


Abroad to be ſ too, does not all deſtroy it; and therefore could not be 
intended to be Condemn'd by Our Church, which, next to Unanimity at 


4 5 q * * 


Home, deſires to hold good Correſpondence-with thoſe Abroad. The Church took 
care to Exclude ſuch as differ'd in Points affecting the Purity of Faith, or its 
own neceſſary Diſcipline, not ſuch as might have Notions (perhaps not 


true, but ꝓet) not prejudicial to either of them. The Articles have con- 
firm 'd Our Conſtitution, but not affronted Others. And this is all the Biſhop 
ſaps in the Place which you have fairly left us to gueſs that you referr to. 


He does not in the leaſt imply that their Eye was firſt upon the Churches 
Abroad, but only that the Article was ſo worded, as to allow, or at leaſt not 


diſallow their Ordination to be Lawful. The place is in the XXIIId Article, 


and the words are; This is put in very general Terms, far from that Magiſterial 


4 "Stiffneſs in which ſome have taken upon them to dictate in that Matter: The Article 


does not reſolve this into any particular Conſtitution, but leaves the Matter open and 


bs large for ſuch Accidents as had happen d, and might ſtill happen. They who drew 


it, had the State of the Churches before their Eyes that had differently Reform d, Ce. 


We ſhall have occaſion to talk of this Paſſage by and by: Let but any one 
for the preſent read the Article, and ſee whether it is not left ſo general; 


and do you conſider whether having the State of the Churches before their Eyes, 
amounts to any more than deſiring to hold a good Correſpondence with them; 


and whether twould have been reaſonable, or becoming thoſe who deſir d to 


hold ſuch a good Correſpondence, to Exclude all that thought the Orders were 


valid in Other Churches, when they thought Ours not only ſo, but upon a 
better Foot, and leſs out of the ſettled Way, as the Biſhop ſays ; and ſo could by 


their Opinion do us no Damage. 


I be moſt effeftual way of accompliſhing this their Deſign of Vnanimity, is, to 
'. Fakecarethat the Teachers be agreed: and therefore all that look towards the Miniſtry, 

re generally train d up inthe ſame Notions of Things; and before they are admitted 
into the Miniſtry, are to Subſcribe the Articles; in which alſo they are Examird, 


to (how that they underſtand them aright, and can prove them from Scripture. 


I ſhall not take notice of the two pretty Deſigns in this Paragraph; the one 


of a blind Education, to prejudice thoſe that are bred up Scholars, to an 
Implicit Belief of all the Things contain'd in the Articles, and of the Proofs 
their Teachers ſhall be pleas'd, or able to give them of them; the other, of 
making it neceſſary for them to Believe the Articles, in the ſame Senſe that 


the Examiner does; nor tell you how Popiſhly they look, and what Handle 


they give to Men of freer Thoughts to ridicule our Church: but ſhall 


only ſay, That as to the main Deſign of this Paragraph, the Biſhop will 
agree with you: ?Tis his Opinion, that every Man ought to Subſcribe the 


Articles, ex animo; and then I dare anſwer for his Honeſty fo far, that he 


would not have any Man Teach or Act contrary to his Subſcription, becauſe 


'ewould : 


8 


* 


v 8 
2 
* 


would be Acting contrary to his Conſcience. And obliging Men to this, ge 
allows them in no material Difference: And if you'll ſhow me where he once 
leaves. Room for any Iwo to Subſcribe that differ in any Material Point, 
Pllgive up the Cauſe. Material, I ſay; and you your ſelf uſe the word, be- 
cauſe you can't but be ſenſible, that the Articles have not provided againſ® - 11M} 
Difference in Opinions not material, but by general and indetermin'd Expreſ- | * -* | 71) 
fions have purpoſely left room for thoſe that ſo Differ, to Subſcribe, as we _ | || 
ſhall find you too bountifully allow for Ten Articles together, "7 
Thus both-Clergy and Laity are taken Care of : But of the Clergy ſuch particular 
Care is taken, that one would not think it poſſible, that the Obligation they lie under 
to be of one Mind, as to whatever is determin'd in the Articles, ſhould ever come to 
be diſputed, I don't know any one that diſputes it, as to whatever is determin'd TTT 
in the Articles, except thoſe that take them for Articles of Union; who, Il 
believe, could ſay ſo much for their Opinion, that, with their Perſons, you 
would have accepted it. But the Biſhop of Sarum has the ill luck, not 
to be in your favour ; and therefore you'll inſinuate, that he diſputes their 
lap ray when you know he proves it in the 7th and 8th Pages, as fully 
as can be, 242.4131 6 J 
The Civil Power does ſometimes allow Latitude to take in different Parties. 
doubt, *twas not the Latitude of the Oath, but of Men's Conſciences, that 
let them in to the Government which they were no hearty Friends to, I 
can't ſee what Intereſt the Government can have in ſuch a Latitude, except 
tit be letting its Enemies into its very Bowels. However, I won't diſpute it, 
becauſe I wont diſturb you; but leave you as eaſie as you thought your ſelf 
under this Subterfuge. But this is not proper in Matters of Religion ;, and its a 
great Miſtake, that our Church intended any ſuch Double-meaning, If the Articles 
had been made to take in different Parties, they might have been calPd Articles of 
Union: but the Title ſays, they are to avoid Diverſity of Opinions; and therefore 
they cannot be thought to encourage them, and allow Men to be of different Minds, 
as to the very Things wherein it was propos d they ſhould Agree : and for this, yon 
did us but look Ap the Title. I have look d upon't, and think you fight with 
your own Shadow. The Articles were certainly made, to take in ſo many 
of different Parties, as differ not in any material thing, touching true Reli- _ 
gion: andthe Church ſo much loves Number, as not to exclude any honeſt 
Man whoſe Opinions differ from another's in leſs important Matters, that 
concern not the Purity of Faith. It took care to ſhut out only thoſe that 
differ'd in ſuch important Points as concern'd Pure Doctrine, and Neceſſary 
| Diſcipline; not others: So that you ſay true, at laſt, The Articles were not 
' Intended to admit thoſe who are of different Opinions, as to the very Points in which 
it was propos d they ſhould agree, But in thoſe things wherein it was not ſo 
propos'd, they may ſtil] differ; and in all Points not material, it was not: 
though in fixing the material ones, they are forc?d to touch upon ſuch Points; 
but they always do it in a manner that ſhows there was Care us'd not to de- 
termine them. Before I leave this Paragraph, I cannot but take notice of 


{| _ -  ” your Chriſtian Hint, That the Biſ-op takes them for Articles of Union >: Which - ? 

is falſe. Andiits being ſo, plainly ſhows, he had no deſign of introducing 

uch a Latitude as is contrary to theirs. Had he been ſo minded, his way 
would have been to have made the beſt of that Opinion, and of the Autho. 

'', _ rities that give credit to it. There are many true Church of England Men 
of that Opinion; Men to your own Mind. That there have been ſuch, you 
know; and therefore, as I believe you would excuſe that Opinion in thoſe 
Fax did hold it, ſol would not have you lay it as a fault to thoſe that 

GOV, . e N . e 

Well: The Deſign of the Church, by the Title, is declar'd to be, That ſuch 

as Subſcribe the Articles, ſhould Agree to the Things therein containd. There 
may happen to be Obſcurity and A in Expreſſions ; but it could not but be 
the Deſign of the Church to avoid it, when it declares its Deſign was to avoid Diver. 

ties of Opinions. If there be a Scope for Diverſity of Opinions, it is but by Acci. 
dents, and the Deſign of the Church muſt have been contrary, The Title declares 

the Peſign of the Articles to be, to avoid Diverſity of Opinions in Matters 

touching True Religion And the Scope for which the Biſhop contends, is in 
Matters not affecting that. The Church ſhows, it did not intend to avoid 

what you falſly call Obſwrity or Ambiguity. A word's obſcure and ambiguous, 

when we either don't underſtand the word, or elſe don't know which of its 

Senſes it is to be taken in. But when we plainly underſtand the word, and 

| ſee that any of its Senſes can agree with the connexion of the Diſcourſe, we 

may fairly ſuppoſe, that Any of them equally expreſs the Speaker's meaning : * 
and then it car/properly be calPd Ambiguous; becauſe, take it in which 

| ſenſe you will, you hit tne meaning of the Speaker; who, by not reſtraining 

it, ſhows, he did not intend to exclude that. Beſides, Obſcurity and Am- 

bignity are not the only ways to leave room for Diverſity of Opinions. There 

are ſuch things as general Words, general Expreſſions, and Definitions, that 
will do it effectually. And we are fo civil to the Church, as to ſuppoſe, that 

it as much as poſſible avoided thoſe, and uſed theſe ; which, we ſhall find, it 
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7 You go on and ſay, That a private Man may be Ambiguous : but_when ſo man 
Alen of known Integrities and Abilities make it their buſineſs to reduce the Doctrint / 
o the Church to Articles, which are to be a Teſt upon Men, whereby to try whether t. 
btjbey are of the ſame Communion or not, it's not eaſie to think they fall ſo ſhort of r 
'|- - their Deſign, as to take little or no hold of the Subſcriber. No body ſuppoſes, N 
7 - as I know, that they do fall ſhort of it. The words fully expreſs, what they "+: 

were deſign'd to expreſs ; and are ſufficient to exclude all whom they delign "oY 
5 to exclude. We can't think that ach Men ſhould make things not affecting &©< 
5 the Purity of Faith ( fo the Biſhop calls, what the Title to the Articles calls 40 
Fe Religion) a Teſt whether Men are of tue ſame Communion or no; and tis 4 
in thoſe only that we imagine there is what you call an Ambigazty. To -Þ 
= turn the Argument upon you : Since ſo many Men of Honeſty, and Integrity, h 


and Maſters of Style, have evidently left an open and free Entrance for mm th 
«B34 8 e . 185 0 : 


N 
* 


of different Opinions in things not affecting the Purity of Faith, and true 


. 


Religion; Is it not thence plain, that they ſo intended to do, ſince witng 


. thoſe Qualities it cannot be thought they could fail of their Deſign ? Indeed, ö | 
it is not to be ſuppoſed, that ſo Wiſe a Body of Men ſhould have a Deſign to 


keep our all who had Thoughts different from their own, in things that 
don't affect true Religion, or the Quiet of our own Conſtitution. Theſe 


only our Articles were to ſecure, and not diſturb Men in their Opinions 


about other things. And we don't think, as you ſo often inſinuate, that 


they had not Abilities to expreſs things as they intended, and in as ſtrict a manner 


as was ſufficient to eſtabliſh Conſent in what they intended Conſent ſhould be 


 eftabliſ?d.. We don't think them ſuch Fools; but we think not only, that 


they deſign'd to leave ſuch a Latitude, but alſo, that they have worded 
things ſo generally, as effectually to have accompliſn'd that their Deſign. 
Since then the Men that compiled them, were Men of Integrity, and Abili- 
ties, and Maſters of Style, it follows, that it's true, what the Biſkop ſays, 
[pag. 91 Where the Articles are conceiv'd in large and general Words, and 
have not more ſpecial and reſtrain'd Terms in them, we ought to take that for a 


5 ſure Indication, that the Church does not intend to tie Men up too ſeverely to parti- 
cular Opinions, but that ſhe leaves All to ſuch a Liberty as is agreeable with the 


Tue Articles have prevented Di/putes, for theſe Seven-ſcore Tears, about the 
different Senſes the Words may in common and unforc'd Conſtruttion be made to 
bear. They have been look d upon as the Standard. The different Opinions about 
Hell, have proceeded from the Expreſſion in the Creed, and the others don't at all 


belong to the Articles. This is a pleaſant Paragraph. There has been no 
Diſpute about the Senſe of the Articles, and yet it hath been diſputed about 


the ſenſe of the word Hell, which is in the Articles, and I ſuppoſe means 


ſomething, that is, has ſome ſenſe. But thoſe Diſputes, it ſeems, are about 
Hell, in the Creed. Well: and you your ſelf grant, that the very ſame 


thing is meant in both; no more, nor no leſs. If then the word Hell be taken, 


by different Men, in different Senſes, in the Creed; Is it not alſo in the Article? 
And is not the Creed too Subſcribed to in the Articles, and in the ſame Senſe 


that the Articles themſelves are? Hell indeed hath nor can have but one 
real and true Senſe, either in the Creed or the Article; and io one ſort of 


Men only can be in the right: but neither the Article nor the Creed have 


 defin'd which is the right Senſe ; and conſequently, it is not material to 
True Religion, which of the Common Senſes Men take it in. But there's 


ſomething more. There are likewiſe ſome diſputed Points wherein Aden differ, 


and each Party brings the Articles to favour his Side but yet that is not owing to 
Men's taking upon them to put different Senſes upon the Article, Why? one 
Party thinks that the Article is of bis Opinion; and the other, that tis of 


his. Don't they take it then in different Senſes? Ay, but zeither of them 


think that it may be taken in Two Senſes, That's their want of Charity to 


C „„ 
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thoſe that differ from them. But an impartial Man would tell them, that 
the Article would bear either of their Senſes, ſince it is not contrary to either 


of them, and ſo both of them may Subſcribe. And you your ſelf tell them 
fo, when you ſay, that the Articles belong to neither of them: for then certainly 


both may Subſctibe them. The Fundamental Errour all through your Book 


| ſeems to be this, That the Byhop allows a Latitude in Things determined by 


the Articles : Whereas all the Latitude he contends for in the Articles, is, 
That oy ave not Determimd them, If you ſay, that nothing Undetermin'd 
is found in the Articles : This is not ſo much againſt the 2 Latitude, 
as againſt Truth: For there are plainly many things, contained in the Ar- 


_ ricles, not Determin'd, as I ſhall have occaſion to ſhow hereafter. But, to 
proceed, be the articles not clear, there are many Helps for the Under. 


ſtanding them, of the ſame Authority with the Articles, the Rubrick, Homilies, Cc. 


This is certainly true, That we cannot, in Honeſty, Subſcribe the. Articles in any 


ſenſe different from any thing Deter min'd in any of theſe, becauſe we likewiſe 
Subſcribe theſe; and our Subſcriptions cannot boneſtiy contradict one ano- 


ther. But there are the Writings of thoſe that livꝰd from that time downwards, by 
way of ſure Tradition, and the Prattice of the Church, The latter no body 


denies good, where it don't contradict any of the fore-mention?d Rules. But 


the Writings you talk of, what are they for? Why, to tell us the meaning of 
the Church, in the Articles, Why ſo? When the Articles are as plain as the 
_ Writings themſelves. But in what are theſe Wrizings to inſtruct us? In 
Things concerning true Religion, and neceſſary Diſcipline * As for them, the 
Articles have ſufficiently and plainly d4etermin'd them. What then? In 


things not determined by the Articles? Or, In the manner how we are to 
underſtand thoſe Things that are Determin'd, which it ſelf is not? You 
don't mean this, ſure: If you do, I maſt beg your pardon ; becauſe 1 


think, that as they who compil'd the Articles have plainly Determin'd all that's 


neceſſary ;, ſo, they did not intend to put their Opinions upon us, about the 
manner of our underſtanding them, which is not neceſlary. It's needleſs to 


put ſuch a Complement upon them; and unacceptable twould be, becauſe 
not defir'd by them. For Example; If I knew that their Opinion had been, 
that all Church-Government, without Eps/copacy, was contrary to the Law 
of God, and that there were Abroad no lawful Miniſters but ſuch as are 
 Epiſcopally Ordain d; Should I ſcruple to Subſcribe the Article becauſe of 
this, were 1 my ſelf of another Opinion? They did not intend, Pm fure, 
1 ſhould ; becauſe there's nothing like it in the Article. As for what they 
| haveexpreſs'd in the Article, I don't want their Books to tell me what they 
meant by it; and what they have not, I don't think my ſelf oblig'd to fol- 
lo them in. Their Opinion may be true in it, and the contrary may 
be true; and it is no matter, 4s to my Subſcription, which I take: For ſure, 
ſuch Men as they, ſo qualify'd with Integrity, and Skill in Style, could not chuſe 
but expreſs themſelves ſo as to be fully underſtood in what was of ſo general 
_ Concern, And therefore, if you pleaſe, the Articles alone will ſerve my 


turn 
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turn, «540 Subſcription 5, though, for underſtanding the Reaſons and Grounds = 
of them, their Writings may be of excellent Uſe, as the Biſhop has ſhown. 
And every one who is admitted to the Miniſtry, ought to Thank him, that 
He has with ſo much Pains callected, and with ſo much Judgment ſtated the 
different Opinions Men have had concerning thoſe Things contained in the 
Articles; and ſhown how far they will agree to, and are to be comprehended 
in the Articles ; that He has with ſuch Strength repreſented the Arguments 
on which thoſe Things determined in the Articles reſt 5 and has thus ſaved 
them Labour, and Pains, and done for them much better than they could 
for themſelves, either for want of Abilities, or Books. And the Church 
ought to Thank Him, that He has put ſuch a Body of Divinity into her Sons 
— Hands, as will make them fitter to receive her Holy Orders; which they 
ovghtmot to enter into, without a tolerable Uncerſtanding, not only in the 
Points determin'd in the Articles, but in thoſe leſſer ones (in which they can't 
help having ſome belief or other) that depend upon, or flow from, thoſe 
main Points. But in theſe Things they may have wrong Opinions, and yet 
honeſtly Subſcribe the Articles ; as well as a Man may ſay, that he believes 
the Scriptures, though he has wrong Notions of ſome Texts, relating to 
things not Fundamental. And tis in thoſe only, that the Scriptures are 
liable, by ſincere Men, to be miſtaken; as it was only in things not affecting 
the Purity of Faith, and our own Diſcipline, that the Article: were intended 
| to be General. And when the Biſhop makes them ſo, and no farther, He is 
far from fruſtrating the Deſign of the Church; and introduces but juſt ſuch a Lati- 
| tulle, a the Articles mere ſramed-to admit. © © 
Indeed, as the next Paragraph ſays, 7 would effefually diſappoint the Church's 
Deſign, to encourage a Latitude in Opinion in Things of ſuch Importance, as not 
to be left undetermin'd by the Church. But 1 muſt tell you again, Ihe Latitude 
is Encourag?d only in thoſe things that are not of that moment, and are not 
determin d. His Rule is, Where the Articles are conceiv'd in large and genera! 
Words, and have not more ſpecial, and reſtrained Terms in them, &c. And let 
any one judge, whether that be not in things not determin dl. „ 
Itꝰ's nothing therefore to me, whom ſuch 4 Project would become : For heres 
no ſuch Project. Let Mr. Baxter's Friends anſwer for bis Projects. The Biſhop's, 
Im ſure, is what becomes Him: though your Compariſons are not what became 
4 prudent and candid Man, however you may think they become you. © 
And now comes, after theſe two Paragraphs of Preparation and Heightning, 
the Charge upon His Lordſhip, in the old ſtrain; That he bas given way for 
People to come in, of different Opinions, even in Things determined by the Articles. 
Hoy often, and how poſitively ſoever you affirm this, (and you doit very often, 
and very poſuevely) the ſofteſt Anſwer I can give you, is, That it is a Miſtake, 
and a very groſs Miſtake. But we mult obſerve, what follows. Let it, ſay 
you, be never ſo authentically any other way explaird what the meaning of the Church 
ts, it matters not; My Lord of Sarum has made no Proviſo : but if the Article 
will bear it, or; if 4 Man be but goud Grammar ian enough tu mabe it, in lis m_— ; 
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bear it, he may Subſcribe in his own ſenſe, and all's well, Well, and ſo it is. 
For, I. If the Man be an honeſt Man, and in his Conſcience” think the 
words will bear it, he may Subſcribe z and if he he not an Honeſt Man, 
 * hell not ask any Queſtions about it. And then, 2. Its impoſſible that a 
Man, with any degree of Honeſty, or Senſe, can Subſcribe an Articie in a 
* Senſe contrary to the Senſe of the Church, expreſs d in any other Authentical 
| Explanations ; becauſe evety one of thoſe Authentical Explanations (the Biſbup 
knows as well as your ſelf) are likewiſe Subſcribed to: For, the Church, 
let me tell yon, has Barriers enough againſt any Conſcientious Man that 
differs in Opinion from her; and againſt a Man that is abt ſo, there's none 
| ſufficient, But, 3. For ought you have ſhown, the Articles will not bear 2 
Grammatical Senſe different from any Senſe fix*d in any of thoſe Authentical 
Explanations ; nor do 1 believe you can make them, nor any one elſe. 
ndeed, you ſeem to me; not to know what Grammatical Senſe is, or elſe 
Fou make as if you did not, more effectually to abuſe the Biſhop. 
But now for the Scene for Latitude; and hom far His Lordſhip wonld have it 
reach. And to amuſe the Reader with a Show of Fairneſs, you give him 
His Lordſhip's words; but neatly conceal thoſe before and after. The 
whole then is thus: There were Diſputes about the Decrees of God; Both . 
Sides appeal d to the Articles: which look a little, and may be made to favour 
Both. Upon this, a Royal Declaration wa, ſer forth; in which, after that 
mention is made of thoſe Diſputes, and that the Men of all Sides did take the 
Articles to be for them, Order is given for ſtopping thoſe Diſputes for the future, 
and for ſhutting them in God's Promiſes, as they be generally ſet forth in the Holy 
Scriptures, and the General Meaning of the Articles of the Church of England 
according to them; and that no Man thereafter ſhould put his own Senſe, or Com- 
ment, to be the Meaning of the Article, bye ſhould take it in the Literal and Gram- - 
 enatical Senſe, (So that, it ſeems, the Project of a Literal and Grammatical 
Senſe was none of the Biſhop's Invention, though you always give him the 
Glory of it, but His Majeſty's, and Confirm d by His Declaration.) In this 
there bas been ſuch a general acquieſcing, that the fierceneſs of theſe Diſputes have 
gone off, while Men have been left to Subſcribe the Articles in their Literal and 
Grammatical Senſe, From which Two things are to be inferr'd: 1. That the 
Subſcription does import an Aſſent to the Article. 2. That an Article being con- 
ceiv d in ſuch General Words, that it can admit of different Literal and Gram- 
 matical Senſes, even when the Senſes are plainly contrary one to another; Both 
Sides may Subſcribe the Article with a good Conſcience, and without any Equivoca- 
tion: and ſo on, as you quote. And then the Biſhop concludes 3 Where the 
Articles are conceived in large and general Words, and have not more ſpecial 
and reſtrained Terms in them; we ought to take it for a ſure Indication, that 
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i the Church does not intend to tie Men up too ſeverely, &c. Now upon this, let 
me ask a few Queſtions. Was it fair, to conceal the King' Declaration, 
it and lay that upon the Biſhop, which you that laid it, with great Reſpect to 


Authority, think ſo blameable ? Don't the Declaration ſay the very 2 


ä 


AY . 
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thing with the Biſhop? For, Doth it not ſay, that the General Expreſſion 
will Literally and Grammaticaly bear the different particular Opinions? 
Otherwiſe, how could it pretend to ſhut up thoſe Differences in the Words of 
the Article? Don't it ſuppoſe, that the Articles are worded in General 
Terms; and therefore, that they ought not to be drawn to any Particular Opi- 
nion, or Interpretation of the General Terms? And is not this the very ſame 

the Biſhop ſays, when he ſhows how different Gr ammatical particular Senſes may 

every one of them be fairly, and without Prevarication, Subſcribed to, 


under the general Nord? And does not the Proclamation not only allow the N 


| ſame Largeneſi and Equity with the Biſhop, but Order that no one reſtrain or 
check it, by making the general Words of the Article bear their particular 
Senſe, excluſive of the others? If theſe things are true, you ought to beg 


the Biſhop's Pardon, and the Declaration's, for abuſing them; and act here- = 


after according to the Largeneſs and Equity of the Biſhop, which is founded 
—— d& a LL, 
The next Paragraph is exactly and fully true: For thoſe are certainly 
all the words in the Third Article, And as the expreſſion Hell, is gentral; 
ſo, I fanſie, it may make a fhifc to ſignifie all the three things the Biſhop 
would have it. Though, if it ſignify'd but :wo of them, twere as good as 
two thouſand, Two of them you never deny; but that of Hel's being the 
Grave, you do. It's Nonſenſe, you ſay, to think the Article ſhould ſay, As He 
died, and was buried, ſo likewiſe He deſcended intb the Grave; that is, wat 
buried. All the fault here lies in the Tautology; and that Tautology is vouch'd 


by no leſs Men than Uſher, Hammond, Pearſon, Stiling fleet, Barrow, and 


Lightfoot ; Men ſure of Learning, Honeſty, and Steddineſs to the Church 


of England. The Biſhop has not given any Hint, to make it thought his 9 N | 


Opinion : But whoſe ſoever Opinion it is, ll do him the kindneſs to 


a 


tranſcribe a few Sentences out of Dr. Barrow, to Vindicate the Tautwlogy of 


it; which may ſerve for an Anſwer to the Work you make about it. 
It is poſſible, (and might be declared ſo by many like Inſtances) and perhaps not 


unlikely, that they ( viz. who put theſe words, deſcended into Hell, into the © } WY 


Creed) might both themſelves upon probable Grounds believe, and for plaaſible 


Ends propound to others the belief of, this Propoſition, without apprehending any 


aiſtintt Senſe thereof. And after : f we interpret this Deſcent into Hell, of 
Our Saviour's Interment, we ſhall be ſure therein not to err; the Propoſition being 
moſt certainly true, ſo underſtood : we ſhall alſo hereby be able fairly to ſatisfie the 
firſt and bet (if not the only) Reaſon of this Propoſition's being commended io 


our belief. If it be objefted, That this was before expre ſibd in plain words, dead 1 


and buried, and ſo is a needleſs Repetition * I anſwer, 1. That this Objection 7 
concerns them who inſerted the words there, who yet (even ſuppoſing the Truth of 


this Expoſition) might be excuſable, as ſuſpetting it poſſible that Our Saviour 


being e dd, might imply more than this, although they knew not what diſtinctiy. 
And, 2. That a greater Inconvenience ſeenis to ariſe from Expounding them 
otherwiſe ; it reflefting upon the more ancient Compilers both of this and W Og 


\ | \ 


© 


bly ChrifPs Death, Burial, and Reſurrettion, 1 Cor.15. 4 Whoever will 
look into Dr. Barrows Expoſation, may find a great deal more to the ſame 
purpoſe. And no one need think it any Affront, to ſay of the Compilers of 
_ our Articles, what Dr. Barrow thought it none, to the Inferters.of this 
Paſlage into the Creed, to ſay of them: ſeeing the Article too means but 
juſt as much as the Creed; and its Compilers took the words from thence, 
perhaps without any diſtinct Opiaion about them at all, but only as ſo many 
words that they found there. | IK Cohen ate 
But ſuppoſing my Lord of Sarum had made a Miſtake here, the thing that 
He brings theſe three different Senſes to prove, will ſtand juſt as well con- 
firm'd. For if the Article can be honeſtly Subſcribed in but Two Grammatical 
Senſes, theſe will upheld the intended Latitnde as well as Two Thouſand : 
feeing thoſe Two are as contrary to one another as the Three are, or as any 
of the Two Thouſand ſignifications of the word would be, ſuppoſing it 
had fo many. Should then my Lord of Sarum perſuade others to be of his 


 Creeds who lift them ou === Nay, apon St. Paul himſelf, who mentions - 
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tue Articles will bear different particular Senſes) Men of different Opinions 
might all Subſcribe, without being wide of the Senſe of the Church, which 
has left Men room enough to enjoy their own particular Opinions, in Sub- 
ſcribing to the general Words of the Articles.” Will you have the face to 


of Torment, cannot ſafely, without Prevarication, Subſcribe this Article? 
That, we know, was the Opinion of thoſe that firſt Penn'd it, and was 
never contradicted. Or, May not he likewiſe, whoſe Opinion is, that his 
Soul went into the Place of departed Souls, the Hades, with Dr. Pearſon ? 
We know, the Church deſignꝰd not to exclude theſe ; ſince though they did 
not condemn the former Opinion, yet they took off the Reſtriction to it 
Which was in the former Article. If they Both may, then here's Room 
enough for Men to enjoy their own private Opinions, notwithſtanding their 
Subſcribing the Articles. If they may not, ſhew us what the Church, in all 
Hlkely hood, intended, out of any of her Aubentical Explanations. Till you 
c an do that, in all theſe Caſes, we muſt imagine, that the Church, when 
eme uſed general Words, intended not to Exclude any from Swbſcriving, who 
dbuold any of the particular Senſes comprehended under thoſe general Words. 
We are not to fix our particular Senſe to what the Church has left general; 
vor are thoſe that differ from us to do it: but we muſt Subſcribe the Words 
Ala the Grammatical Senſe as they ſtand; and then, as the Proclamation with 
good reaſon ſuppoſes, All may Subſcribe : ſince every particular Senſe is a 
fairly Grammatical one of the general Word. And yet here's no ſcope at all 
Por to evade the force of the Subſcriptions, Declarations, aud Engagements. For 
we ſtill cannot get out of that, which the Church would confine us to, the 
15 general Word: For that will hold a Man, do what he can, that comes up to 
theſe meaſures. We hape our freedom to chuſe which of the particular Seals 
D Aſn: » "OO ſeems 


Mind, (though there are very few but what are already well ſatisfy'd that 


ſay, that a Man who has the Opinion, that Chriſt deſcended into the Place 


Man that bath Eyes, to paſs over that full An 
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ſeems moſt reaſonable, but yet cannot evade Subſcribing to the Wen ; 
Word, and being confined to ſome received Senſe of that Ward by our 
Subſcription. So that your Expreſſions are a little too hot; No ſort of 
Security can be hal; Nothing can them, Sure you take Grammatical Senſe, 
for ſome ſtrange Thing or other: or elſe your Heat hath carry'd you out 
of your Knowledge. When you have ſettled your Notions about it, I 
hope yowll cool your Expreſſions, and let it be ſome Reſtraint ; though it 
teach you to allow ſuch a Largeneſs and Equity as would take off the Occaſion 
given for unj uſt Cenſure. | 75 : „ | | ph 
But you do not know what His Lordſhip means by Unjuſt Cenſure. How Ü 
perfectly unacquainted Men are with themſelves ! But you ſuppoſe 
His Lordſhip means that about the Number of Articles: But Thad, you ſay, 
His Lordſhip has removed eſfectually, by making them things of courſe, and Men 
may be of as different Opinions as ever. This is the moſt Vnjuſt Cenſure in the 
World, and deſerves worſe Words than any one, but he that makes it, 
will venture to give. I muſt, in plain terms, fa”, It is Diſhoneſt, for a 
{wer my Lord of Sarum gives 
to that Objection, in the 1ſt, 2d, 3d, 4th and 5th Pages of the Introduttion, 
and put it upon the World as his own ; and to ſay, be has left room for as 
different Opinions as ever. I ſuppoſe you mean, that, with his Grammatical 
Senſe, a Roman Catholick may Subſcribe the Article of the Sacraments ; or an 
Anabaptiſt, that of Baptiſm; or a Jew, that of Chriſt's Reſurrectian; or a 
Mahometan, all of them. Do you mean ſo? If you do, pray ſhow us 
how. It they can't, then we find Grammatical Senſe will Exclude ſome = 
People; and even all that were deſigned to be Excluded. For in all the 
Articles concerning Things of great Moment, the words are full as ſtrict as 
in theſe ; but are left genera! and undetermin d only as to things of leſs moment, 
But to give you an Anſwer. What, I ſappoſe, His Lordſhip meant by Unjuſt 
Cenſure, was, That the Clergy are of different Minds, after the Subſcribing 
of the Articles, from one another, and from the Articles themſelves; and that 
they muſt therefore, ſome of them, when they Subſcribe them, act againſt 
their Conſciences, Now one of the Biſhop's Opinion, could tell a Man that 
| ſhould thus accuſe us, That our Differences were about things not determin 4 
in the Articles: That we did not fix our particular Opinions as the Senſe of 
the general Word, but left thoſe who differ'd as to the particular Explanstion 


ol it, or Thoughts about it, to Subſcribe the general Word with as good Senfe, 255 


and as clear a Conſcience as our ſelves, according to the Liberty that the 
Cburch it ſelf allow'd them, when it us d ſuch general Expreſſions. And, 
If all Men would underſtand the Articles with ſuch Largeneſs and Equity, there 
8 not be that Occaſion given for Unjuſt Cenſure that there has been, and 
That my Lord of Sarum makes the Articles only things of courſe, by alowing 
different Grammatical Senſes, is no forc'd Conſequence, you ſay. I think Ive. 
town it is, when I ſhow d, that, allowing all the different Grammatical Senſes 
5 1 ; von 
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But to come to your Inſtances. 
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| youconld of a Word, yet ſome body would be Excluded by lt, and as many 


as the Church intended. And if we deſcend to Particulars, we ſhall find it 


with a witneſs. For in all the Examples you have given of my Lord of 
Sarum's Equity, you have not once ſhown that He has allowed any Latitude 


which the Church does not; that He hath not fully ſeconded the Deſign She 


did propoſe to herſelf- in framing the Articles; or that He has Let in any Sectary, 
„„ „%% 0 095 IR gs 1 GOT QT., 
Ton tell us indeed, you'll ſhow us, and ſhow us over again; but when we 
come to ſee the Sight, we find only ſuch Miſ-repreſentations, ſuch forced 
and manifeſt ſtraining of his Words, againſt the Senſe he hes ſo copionſiy aſſerted, 

that we muſt ſay the Biſhop has occaſion to complain of the Injuſtice, and at the | 
ſame time to appeal to the Juſtice of God, as you ought to do to His Merey, if 


your Accuſations and Inſinuations be found at laſt to be nothing but Slander. 


Tube Sixth Article ſays ; In the Name of Holy Srripture, we do underſtand 


thoſe Canonical Books of the Old and New Teſtament, of whoſe Authority was 
never any Doubt in the Church. . Theſe Words, you ſay, if we look no fartber, 
but take them by themſelves, without connefting them to what follows, will eaſily 
bear ſuch a Grammatical Senſe, as to exclude ſeveral of the Epiſtles. A very 
pretty Fancy this is of Grammatical Senſe ;, the taking a piece of an Article, 
without connecting it to the reſt. For my part, I have always had ſuch a 

filly Notion of Grammar, as to think the connexion of the parts of a Sentence, 
or of two Sentences or more together, was a part of it. Its impoſſible to 
any one, who knows what it is, to make that Grammatical Senſe out of the 
former part of the Article, without contidering the latter part of it, which 
_ determines the former, and explains the Rule laid down, viz. The Catalogue 
of the Books of the Old Teſtament ; and this general Clauſe, Al the Books of 
the New Teſtament, as they are commonly receiv'd, we do receive, and account 
__ them Canonical. Wie muſt make a Senſe of the firſt Sentence quite contrary 
to what the ſecond determines : Which ſuppoſe he could Grammatically do, 

would be of no uſe; becauſe he muſt Subſcribe this latter part of the Article, 
as well as the former. And then, if he cannot force a Grammatic al Senſe of 
this toagree with the former, he muſt Subſcribe very honeſtiy to two Contra- 
dictions. So likewiſe, if he could make a Grammatical Senſe of any one whole 
Article, which would not agree with the Senſe fix'd in another Article, or in 
any other Authentical Explanation of the Church's Mind, twould fignifie juſt 
nothing; becauſe he muſt Subſcribe them alſo. And he muſt be an odd 
ſort of a Man, that can Subſcribe to Contradictions. As for the Bi{hop's . 


queſtioning that Text that you ſpeak of; if it be contrary to the Article, then 


al] Various Lection, are ſo too. And whoever prefers any of them to the 
received one; or indeed, whoever prefers another Tranſlation of any Word 
to the received one, falls within the Accuſation. No wonder Dr. Mil. 


don't publiſh his Teſtament, when it is full of nothing but Heterodoxy; of 


| Hi which, it ſeems, the Greek Teſtament we have had from Oxford already mult 


ſtand 


3 — 


ſtand condemn'd. As for the word Hel, 'tis Anſwer'd already; and if you 161 
will but look upon the Biſhop's Explanation of that Article, you'll find he did 1 
ſee the So alſo; in pag. 57. 1. 22. 'M . Mil's 


The VIIIch Article obliges us to believe the Three Creeds : For it ſays, They 3108 
may be prov'd by moſt certain Warrants from Holy Scripture : which Reaſon, he 1 
that Subſcribes the Article, alſo Subſcribes to. Vou ſay, That a Man, with 
a good far-fetch'd Grammatical Senſe, may ſay, That the Foundation of the Creeds 
being received is Scripture-· proof; and a Man may be judge whether they are ſo to be 
proved, and believe them accoraingly. Were the Words, as in the Article of 
Councils, That they are to believed as far as they can be proved from 
Scripture, this were true. Fut now, as they ſtand, here are Two direct 
Aſſertions; one the Reaſon of the other. And I Subſcribe to them both; and 
cannot in any tenſe Subſcribe, if 1don t both believe the Creeds, and believe 
they can be prov'd from Scripture. As far indeed as a thing is built upon a wron 
Suppoſition, ſo far it is not to be ſuppos'd Obligatory, But when I Subſcribe to 
the Truth of the Suppoſit ion, I can never get off then either from the Obliga- 
tion to believe that, or the thing founded upon it. And this is the Caſe in 

the vive. - V pt ens oe ee el 
Lou ſay, Nothing elſe can excuſe my Lord's managing the Article. Why 
then, it is not worth His while to be excus'd. His Lordſhip proves the Nice 
and Athanaſius Creed not to be what they are calld. If they are not, He has 
done right, not to ſerve the Church with a Fraud. And at laſt, tis no more 
than the Article it ſelf has done by the Apoſtles Creed. He then ſtrips them 
of all Authority {from Councils or Antiquity. The Church has left them bare 
of it Loo, and hx*d ?em only upon the foot of Proof from Scripture. And had 
He at all given them that Authority from Antiquity and Councils that you 
pretend, it would ſignifie nothing; ſince thoſe Councils muſt come upon the 
ſame foot of Scripture by the 7wenty-firi# Article, What Grounds collat ral 
to Scripture you believe them upon, I don't concern my ſelf with; but Pm ſure, 
that alone is as ſtrong as can be: Becauſe whatever I ſay is certainly warranted 
from Scriptare, | muſt believe as Scripture ;, and I can believe nothing more 
firmly than 1 do that. But it is not true, that my Lord of Sarum ſays, that 
as far as they want Proof from Scripture, they are not to be believ'd, notwith- 
ſtanding your Subſcription. No: He ſays, We believe them, becauſe we believe, 
the Doctrine declar d in them, is contain d in the Scriptures, Bis becauſe, is 
poſitive : And if you do not believe they are /o contain d; He, and Gramma- 
tical Senſe, will both tell you, that you cannot honeſtly Subſcribe the Article. 
What Pretence then, or Excuſe can you alledge, for your fixing it upon the 
Biſhop, as his Senſe, that you may Sub/cribe this Article, and yet believe the Greeds 
only as far as they are, in your Opinion, contain d in Scripture. <p 
In the Subſcribing the next Ten Articles, you ſay, there is 4 Scene laid for 
Latitude inconſiſtent with the Cuurch's Deſign ; for the Biſhop has ſtated Queſtions 
under them with ſuch an Indifference, as Jufficiently encourages . ee in any of 
thoſe Senſes : though ſome of the Opinions are no better than Hereſie, &c. But 
you 
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you will not deſcend to Particulars ; they will fall better under the particular Bad = 
nation of the Articles. Till then, I muſt let them alone for an Anſwer, For 


the preſent, I can only ſay, That I can find no ſuch thing: But I find in the 


XVIIth a particular Head, to ſhow, how far we of this Church are determind 

by the Article, and how far we are at liberty to follow any of thoſe different Opi- 

_ nions, And the Biſhop muſt have ſtrangely fail'd of his Purpoſe, if He have, 
» notwithſtanding this, done as you fay. In another place, his Accuſation 
upon this Head, is, ating Queſtions under theſe Articles that they have nothing 
to do with. I don't know how you'll make theſe agree: For if the Articles 
have not hing to do with thoſe Opinions, I can't find any fault in ſtating them with 
ſuch an Inarfference as ſufficiently encourages Subſcribing in any of thoſe Senſes. 
Which you cannot but allow any one todo; ſince you ſay the Church js 
not at all to be brought into thoſe Diſputes, as we ſhall ſee preſently you do; 


tho yet you ſay here, There is a Scene laid in them for Latitude, inconſiſtent 


with its Deſign. I am pretty confident, had you known any of thoſe 
 Heretical Particulars, we ſhould have had them; for you are not ſo ſparing 
ol your Paper, but that you can ſpoil ten times as much, as thoſe Parti- 
culars would have taken up, in the needleſs Repetition of your General Ac. 


cuſation. 


. 


Wow we come to the Articles, for the ſake of which, in all likelybood, this 
Scheme for Latitude was framd, How come you to know the Biſhops Mind 
ſo exactly? He gives another Account of his Deſign himſelf. But you will 
not believe what a Man ſays, when *twould jaſtiſie; but will gueſs at what he 
_ thinks, at a venture; and make it contrary to what he ſays, that you may 
_ condemn him. But if the Biſhop is ſuch a bitter Enemy to Church, and Church. 

Government, as to have taken the Pains to Expound away all the other Articles, 
merely to get his Ends of the/e ; yet 1 hope King Charles I. and Archbiſhop 


Laud, were no ſuch ſad Levellers, as to have had any ſuch comprehending 


Thoughts: and 'twas the Declaration that laid the Scheme for Latitude you 
rail at, and the Biſhop has only cited the very Words of that. The Biſhop 
then had not, when he began, theſe Articles before his Eyes, if we may 
believe bim. Nor will the Scheme at all hurt them; though, if it did, the 
King and the Archbiſhop muſt anſwer for it, whom you have wounded 
+ through the Biſhop's ſides 3 ſo bind, and ſo reſolved, is your Anger. 3 
The Words of the XIX th Article you have ſet down. You ſay, The 
Definition here given, is very plainly reſtrainꝰd to a Regular Adminiſtration of the 
Sacraments according to Chriſt's Ordinance, and ſo it is as to the Preaching part 
alſo. I don't know what you mean by very plain; but if you can ſee any 
thing like what you ſpeak of, you have better Eyes than I have. The Article 
ſays, in all things that of neceſſity are requiſite to the ſame, Now. I think it is 
very plain, even as plain as words can make it, That the Sacraments may be 


Adminiſtred in all things that of Neceſſity are requiſite to the ſame, and yet the 


1 - Adminiſtration be far from Regular. Nay, your ſelf ſhall confeſs this, ex- 


cept you have quite. forgot your Logick. For you ſay, The Definition is 
9 | e = given 
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given of the Church of Chriſt in General. Now then, a Definition of a 
Church in General, muſt have nothing in it but what is and muſt be in every 
ticular ; that is, nothing but what conſtitutes the very Eſſence of a 
Church; and which being taken away, the Church it ſelf is deſtroyed, Now 
if you'll ſay, that Regularity in Adniniſt ration of the Sacraments is Neceſlary 
to the very Being of the Sacraments, and conſequently to the Being of the 
Church ; then you may come off from contradifting your ſelf, but not 
common Reaſon, For there are ſuch things as Irregular Churches; which 
twere impoſlible there ſhould be, were Kegularity a Part of their Eſſence. 
Were you your ſelf to define a Man in general; Would you put any thing 
into the Definition, but what every One muſt have neceſſarily, if he be 
call'd a Man; or would you define him to be Handſome, which only ſome 
few are? Juſt ſo it is here; the Definition is of a Church, and not of a 
Pure Church, So that the Biſhop of Sarum had done Right to the Article, 
had he only told us what was indiſpenſal iy neceſſary to the Being of a Church, 
and how it might truly be call'd a Church, if it had thoſe Things that were 
fo neceſſary : but over and above that, he gives us Cautions, That All 
Churches are not to be Communicated with, without Sin; That they may 
have all Things in them Neceſſ+ry to make them Churches, and yet be ſo 
| far vitiated, as to oblige us to leave them. And if this be not preſſing the 
Neceſſity of doing things Regularly, when there is no neceſſity to do them other- 
wiſe; but be, as you ſay it is, labouring Ways and Mean; to Evide the Force 
| of the Article, I have done. | cannot here but take notice of an Inſtance 
of your Charity and Integrity, in this Paragraph. You ſay, When we come to 
book in the Expoſition, we find my Lord of Sarum can ſo Contrive the Matter, 
and Evade the Force of the Article to that degree, that if Men are Bapttc'd, it 
matters very little by whom it be done; thong h, according to ChriſPs Ordinance, 
the doing of it belongs to a diſtintt Order of Men, &c. He allows indeed, that 
the being Baptized by thoſe that ought not to do it, &c. does not deſtroy the 
Being of the Sacrament ; nor the lowing it, the Being of a Church: but as 
for ſaying it matters not, all thoſe Cautions about the Purity of a Church 
how He did not think ſo. Il] give you a Sentence or two, that are contrary, 
in plain terms, to what you affirm of His Lordſhip. [_Pag. 181. ] We think 
none ought to Baptize, but Men dedicated to the Service of God, and Ordained ® 
according to that Conſtitution that was ſettled in the Church by the Apoſtles, _ 
And a little after; A plain Difference is made between our owning that a Church 
may retain the Fundamentals of Chriſtianity, a true Baptiſm, and true Grders, 
and our joining with that Church in ſuch Acts as ere, we think, ſo far vitiated, 
that they become unlawful to us to do them, &c. What? are Honeſty and Juſtice 
nothing but mere Names? and the Day of Judginent nothing, when every 
idle Word is to be accounted for? Is this the Charity of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligion? and is it grown a Mark of Chriſs Diſciples, to accuſe their Bre- 
_ thren maliciouſly, againſt clear Eye-fight and Knowledge? I wiſh you 
would conſider this, and make your Acknowledgment as publick and plain 
5 3 = 1 28 
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as our Abuſe is: and if you can't help your Underſtanding ; yet hereafter 
govern your Paſſions, and keep them from hurrying you into wilful Slander ,. 
A Man cannot honeſtly lay Words to any one's charge, directly contrary to 
what that Per ſon ſays, and he muſt ſee before him; but a Man may honeſt iy, 
in the ſimplicity of his Heart, make a Blunder in his Reaſoning, and his 
Underſtanding or Explanation of a Sentence: And therefore, though you're 
to be blanꝰd for the Inſtance I have given; yet, for ſome other things in 
this Paragraph, you are only to be pity' l. . 
ln Article the XX th, you ſay, The Words will bear a Grammatical Senſe, 10 
which a Man may Subſcribe, notwithſtanding he may think the Church hath »» 
Power to Enforce Rites or Ceremomes, The words are theſe ; The Church hal“ 
Power to Decree Rites or Ceremonies, Now, how a Man can Subſcribe this, 
and yet think the Church hath u0 Power, I don't underſtand. This is Gram- 
matical Non-ſenſe. Oh, but you (ay, That the Article does not ſay Any ate 
bound ro Obſerve them. Power is generally taken to be a Relative And 
therefore how the Church can have Power, and No-body that it has Power 
over, you muſt make out. And ſure, All thoſe whom it has Power over, 
Are bound to Obey its Power in Decreeing Rites or Ceremonies, When | ſay, 
The Ordinary has Power to Command things to be Read in Divine Service; 
Isn't it the ſame thing as if I ſhould ſay, All under his Power, (and Some- 
body there muſt be under it, if he have it) are bound to Obey that 
Command? So when I ſay, The Church has Power to Decree Rites and 
_ Ceremonies ; | plainly fay, All under her Power, All in the Church, are bound 
to Obſerve that Decree; if it be within the due Bounds of her Power. And 
ſo, for the latter part of the Article, The Church has Authority in Matter: of 
Faith; I cannot believe you think Any one can Grammatically Subſcribe it, and 
yet believe She has no Authority. What meaſure he ſets in his Mind, to that 
Power, and that Authority, I am not to examine. For the Article has worded 
it ſo looſely, that it does not Exclude Thoſe who have lower Notions of the 
Church's Power, And no One can Subſcribe the Articles, but by that very 
Subſcription he allows the Church ſuch an Authority as will make him very ca- 
pable of Subſcribing this Article in a very good Senſe. When you ſhew how 
the Explanation of other Articles does not conſiſt with the Power the Church is 
allowed in this, I ſhall find what to ſay to you. Now I can't, becauſe l know 
ͤ—8 CT Toe, 
ln the XXIſt, Councils are brought to the Teſt of Scripture ; and their 
Decrees are no farther Valid, than they are agreeable to Holy Scripture. You 
lay, This will affect our Creeds, One of them, we know, was never Confirm'd 
by a Council; and yet we muſt as firmly believe it, as any of the reſt ; be- 
cauſe we have Subſcrib'd, that it may be prov'd from Holy Scripture, You 
ſeem to bring this Article, and that of the Creeds, upon the Level : Whercas 
that was made, to confirm the Creeds, and ſettle and fix the Belief of u 
upon us; and this, quite the contrary, to ſhow that General Councils were 
not ſo firmly to be truſted to. If that of the Creeas had been i ON 
8 3 | this; 
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this; The Three Creeds are not to be believed, unleſs it may be ſhown that they are | 
taken out of the Holy Scriptures ;, it would have made me ſuſpect, there was  _ U 
ſomething in them not ſo to be proved. And had this been worded, as that 4 
of the Creed. is, The Decrees of General Councils are firmly to be received, and | 
believed, for that they are to be proved by certain Warrants out of Holy Scripture ; 1 
I ſhould have thought my ſelf oblig'd, in Subſcribing it, to have believ'd J 
the Decrees ; and alſo, that they were proved by certain Scripture. But as | | 
they now ſtand : He that can make, for they are, and, not unleſs they are, the 
ſame thing, has a knack at Grammar beyond any ordinary Capacity. 1 

The XXIIId Article is that, of Miniſtring in the Congregation. And in this 

the Church has been ſo careful, that She has provided Bars, over and over 
_ again, againſt an Irregular Admiſſion : and all theſe you take care to count ; 
up. The Uſe 1 make of your Catalogue is this: That ſince thoſe things 
you mention, are to be Subſcrib'd to, as well as this Article, it would be no 
matter if the Article did not Exclude any of them; ſince there are many pro- 

viſions againſt Presbyterians, and Independents, in all thoſe other things, 
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which its impoſſible they ſhould get over. You'd make as if every Article , T1 | 
in the Set, was made againſt every Body; and if the Biſhop does but interpret | 
any one, as you think, ſo as to let in a dangerous Man, you flie at him 11 
though there are ten or twelve other Guards which he muſt make his way bt | 
through, before he can have entrance. But yet Pi] venture to put it upon 10 
this, That if the Biſhop has interpreted this Article againſt the Grammatical —_ my 
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Senſe, or the Senſe of the Church in any other of Her Books, he has done 
= em ĩ er y 
The Words of the Article you give us: and the latter part of it, we find, |} 
determines and defines the General Expreſſion in the former. . 1 
Every One, you ſay, that lives in England, knows, that according to the 
Conſtitution of our Church, the Perſons who have Publick Authority to ſend La- 
bourers into the Vineyard, are Biſhops, Every One does know it; and every 
Church of England. Man, and the Biſhop among the reſt, thinks that no One 
can. Subſcribe this Article, hut who Acknowledges it: ( Though, if they 
could, t would ſigniſie nothing; ſince, by Subſcribing, they acknowledge a 
power in the Biſhop who impoſes the Subſcription ; and ſince there 
ate, by Subſcription to other Articles and Rules, ſo many Bars againſt- * 
any Dangerous Opinions in theſe Caſes.) For He plainly ſays, (to the very 
: lame ſenſe that you do at the beginning of this Paragraph ; ) p. 258. That 
| which we believe to be Lawful Authority, is that Rule which the Body of the Paſtors, 
or the Biſhops and Clergy of a Church, ſhall ſettle, being met in a Body, under 4 
due Reſpect to the Powers that God ſhall ſet over them. And no One can make 
the Article bear any Grammatical Senſe, fo as to take in any of thoſe Men 
you ſpeak of: ſince no One can pretend, that zhey are C ald by Alen who have 
Publick Authority given them to ſend them. At leaſt, if ſome Men ſhould | 
underſtand Grammar and Senſe {o little, as to think 'twill bear it, we have 
other Bars they cannot leap over; and their Miſtake is not to be laid to the 
LE | | 5 „ Charge 
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Charge of the Declaration, but to their own want of Senſe + nor to the 1 
Biſbop, who plainly affirms no ſuch Uſe can be made on*t, in the words be- 
fore: except you'll ſay, their Ordainers are the Paſtors of our National Church, 


and Met under a due Re ſpett to the Civil Authority. And therefore, 1 wonder 


how you can have the e to ſay, that we find another Story told, and 
then quote words of the Biſhop's for it, which plainly refer not to our Church, 
but to the Churches abroad: which the Article caſts ſo favourable an Eye 


upon, as not to condemn, though et the ſame time it does not directly ap. 


prove of them. The Words of the Article you can't deny to be general, 
and not appropriated to any particular Conſtitution, as the Biſhop ſays; 
though every One that Subſcribes them, does by that Subſcription oblige 
| himſelf to think None lawfully Called, in our Conſtitution, hut the Epiſcopally 


Ordained Clergy ;, being no others can here be ſaid to be ſent by Men who 46 


Publick Authority given them to ſend Labourers into the Lord's Vineyard. 


The Biſhop's Suggeſtion, you ſay, is to bring our Church upon * Level 5550 


the Churches abroad, after Calvin*s Model, He plainly ſays, Ours had been 
 teſs forced to go out 'of the beaten-Path, than any other, How is this a Level ; 


when he plainly affirms, that Our Reformation was more Regular than T heirs, a 


having gone leſs from thoſe Rules that ought to be Sacred in Regular Times ? This 
we ſhall have Occaſion to ſpeak of more fully in the Third Head; as we fhali 


likewiſe preſently, of the Magiſterial Stiffneſs of ſome Hotter Spirits, which 


ſo diſturbs you, and cauſec you to utter that charitable a at the End of 
this Paragraph. 


How you can imagine the Biſbop ſhould wiſh thr a Change, Ican'c underſtand; 


: except you think He's willing to part with one Conſtitution, for another hich . 
He declares leſs Regular. — My Lord of Sarum no where ſuppoſes an Inaepen- 
dient or Presbyterian can Subſcribe this Article. He plainly Excludes Them, 
as I have ſhown before: And the Church hath ſufficientl provided, if he had 
not, in this Article, That no ſuch Man ſhall Come in, if he have any Honeſty 
or Conſcience in bim; and if He have not, there's no Remedy. But if 
you're for having a Way, Pi] tell you one. Do but you, or any of your 
Writing Friends for you (whoſe Credit will now go as far with an Independent, 
or Presbyterian, as any one's) prove, that a Houſe of Presbyters, Met by the 
Call of the Archbiſhop, is co-ordinate with, and independent upon, a Houſe of 
| Biſhops, to whom they have Sworn Canonical Obedience; That they are 
Impower d to Adjourn Themſelves, and Act ſeparately from Them, &c. 
and Pl] promiſe you, Not only They you ſpeak of, but Every One elle, 
wo having Subſcribd to ſuch an Obedience, may 3 ſome Scruple of Afting 
according to it, and to the Nature of Our Conſtitution, ſhall, upon ſuch De- 
© monſtration, think all that relates to Epiſcopacy, or Obedience, mere Out- 
ward Formalities, Such an Advantage will ſuch a notable Diſcovery give all that 
that are ill-Wiſhers to the Church as now Eſtabliſn'd in Biſhops Super iour to 
Presbyters. But as you have not ſhown, that the Biſhop has ſaid any thing 
5 ine that you lay to his Charge; ſo, I'm RES d, you never can. 
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Senſe, and the Obligation our Subſcription to other things lays upon us, made... 
neceſſary to be thought the Lawful Ordination by every Subſcriber : And if 
likewiſe the Article of Rites and Ceremonies, which you your ſelf againſt your 
Will, acknowledge the Biſhop has not damag'd, remain firm; your Fears, in 
this next Paragraph, of hings being brought to a hopeful paſs, by thoſe you 


jeeringly call Wortby Men, many of which are unworthih ſo abus'd, will be 


fooliſhly vain and ungrounded. For, ſuppoſing they could get over all the 
Articles; you can't be ſo fond, as to fear Order and Decericy. ſhould be quite 
confounded and ruin d, when theſe Men, before they leave rh+ir own, to ſeize 
upon your Parochial Meetings, muſt Subſcribe, end declare their unfeig ned Aﬀent 
and Conſent to the V/e of all the Things contained in the Book of Common Prayer, 
and therein, to the Rules of Order and Decency in the Rubric k 

And thus we have done with this Topick ; in the handling of which, you 

| have ſhown a particular Diſreſpect to the Biſhop, and to Truth; and a Tem- 
per which carries not the Face of Chriſtianity, or Moderation; and have 
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thereby done good Service to ſome People, who rejoyce at sur Diviſions, 


If indeed, what you call Gramatical Senſe, were ſo, it might do miſchief to 
the Church, and Learning, and bring Grammar and Non-ſenſe to be the ſame 
thing. But, if rightly conſider'd, and apply'd, it is fo certainly true, and 
ſo fully anſwerable to the Deſign of the Church, that I'm reſolv'd you ſhall 
not be ſo civil to the Brſhop, as to let him carry away the Honour of the firſt 
attempt in it; but will have that Latitudinarian, King Charles I. firſt ſer vd, 
who not only Encourag'd, but Commanded it, and that by the Advice 
of Archbiſhop Laud. / on gb ng comes” + ah4th 
Ihe next Compariſon (though you civilly ſay there is nont) of the Bijl:op 
with Davenport and Baxter, is very Unjuſt, and is indeed deſign'd for no 
End but Abuſe ; becauſe there is not any Argument in it, their Actions not 
at all reſpecting the Biſhop. You have ſhown vs by this, as by the reſt of 
your Proceedings, that Fryars are not the only Perſons that cannot pretend to 
Sincerity, or Writing in Earneſt, when they are to encounter an Aaver ſary. One 
thing, however, I cannot but commend the Fryar for, and that is, that he 
had the Wit to know, that Grammatical Senſe was not for his Purpoſe, and 
therefore went another way to work: whereas you count, Grammatical Senſe 
would have done bis Buſineſs, %%. 4 oe ol 
I won't ſay how great a Complement you have put upon the Roman C atho- 
icke; and what a piece of ſervice you have done the Church, by ſuppoſing, 
that the Grammatical Senſe of Our Articles is Popiſh : but ſhall, as fairly as 
| I can, ſet Grammatical Senſe in a True Light; which, as, I hope, it may 
inform you; ſo, I doubt not, will fully evince, that our Articles are not 
_ favourable to hem. If the Truth were known, 'twas nothing but the 
Grammatical Senſe of the Articles, that Davenport was fo confounded by 
with which it's no hard matter to run down any one that pretends to reconcile = 
them to the Council of Trent. bY 2 D 
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| Grammatical Senſe, is that Senſe which ariſes from ſome proper and received 
1 Sieniffcation of a Word, conſider'd according to the Relation it bears to the 
other Words with which i it is connected in the Sentence, and the Connexion 
of the Senten e it ſtands in, to the other Parts of the Whole Diſcourſe. 
15, Every Word mult be taken in ſome received and proper Senſe of it; 
nor is it lawful] to put a Senſe upon any Word, as we pleaſe, contrary to 
the Uſe among thoſe that ſpeak the Tongue. And farther, to determine 
the Senſe of the Word : It muſt be always ſuch an one as is not contrary to 
the reſt of the Sentence, but agrees with thoſe other Words to which it 
bears a Relation, A Word may have many Significations equally Proper, 
and in Uſe : but yet not equally Proper in that place in which it is fix'd, 
where it may poſſibly be deter min'd neceſſarily to only one. But, 3aly. If the 
Sentence in which the Word ſtands, do not ſufficiently Determine it, yet 
always that Sentence muſt be conſider'd as bearing Relation to, and bein 
Agreeable with, the other Parts of the Whole Diſcourſe ; and conſequently, 
no Word init muſt be taken in ſuch a Senſe as is contrary or prejudicial to 
any thing contain'd in that Diſcourſe. Thus then, to apply it. When we 
Subſcribe to any thing that the Church requires, towards an Admiſſion; we 


moſt underſtand every Word we Subſcribe, in ſome received and proper 


Senſe : we muſt underſtand it in a Senſe, conſonant to the reſt of the 
Sentence in which it is, and to which we likewiſe Subſcribe ; and in a 
; Senſe agreeable to every thing elſe that the Church thinks neceſſary to impoſe 
the Subſcription of, upon us; that is, to all that the Church ſays: For! 
don't count, that the Church fays any thing, but that which it obliges All 
that Come in to it to Agree to; and which, by impoſing no more, it ſhows, 
it thinks ſufficient for any One's being properly call'd its Son. I hope I have 
made Grammatical Senſe a thing ſtrict and ſevere enough to pleaſe you. You 
your ſelf, in your Accuſation of the Biſhop, always make his Fault ſuch as 
will come within this Determination of Grammatical Senſe : for you make it, 
Allowing a Latitude in Things Determined by the Church, And yet, to make 
his Crime look the more grievous and ſilly, you would not ſhow how he had 
tranſgreſſed his own Rule of Grammarical Senſe, (which He muſt have done, 
if your Accuſation be true,) but Ridicule the Rule ir ſelf, and Rail at Gram- 
matical Senſe likewiſe : I ſuppoſe, leſt you ſhould be kept too cloſe to the 
Matter in hand: which, conſidering what you had Undertaken, it was not 
your Intereſt to be. Now you fee, I dare venture the Cauſe, to an Iſſue, 
upon the Ground of your Accuſation, That the Biſhop has Encourag'd a 
Latitude in Things Determinꝰd; and defire He may ſtand or fall, as He is 
found to have Acted according to, or Tranſgreſſed, His Rule, Grammatical 
Senſe ;, which 1 allow to be tranſgreſſed, by Encouraging a Latitude in what 
the Articles have Deter min d. And ſo does He Himſelf: for in the Expla- * 
nation of His Rule, all the Latitude He contends. for, is in thoſe Things that 
are left General and Vnreſtrain d. Where-ever different Opivions will agree 
| wel to ſome received Senſe of every. Word, conſider d in the Relation it 
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3 C24 Þ 5 
bears to the reſt of the Sentence; that Sentence likewiſe being conſider'd 
with relation to the Whole Diſcourſe; there, and there only, does he claim 
an Allowance of thoſe Different Opinions: as I have in part ſhown ; and ſhall, 
1 hope, 4h, in what follows. 3 : 
And this is ſufficient to ſhow, That the Biſhop's Latitude does not introduce 
Diverſity of Opinions into the Church, any farther than the Articles themſelves 
introduce them, Nor does the Title of the Articles at all contradict it; ſince 
this cannot at all hurt True Religion, Nor does Biſhop Taylor's Note at all 
belong to it; as having nothing in it but rue Senſe, and fair Ingenuity ; and 
being ſo far from not ſerving the Ends of Truth, and Holineſs, or of forcing 
a a Senſe upon Words, which they will not naturally bear; that it is the only 
Way we have to aſcertain the Senſe which the Church has Determin d, and to 
filence Thoſe who will. pretend to put their forcꝰd Senſe upon the Deciſions 
of the Church. It's the only Way we have, of coming to the Right Senſe of 
the Article , which, to be ſure, is the Literal and Grammatical one ; except 
you'll ſay, their true Senſe is neither Literal nor Grammatical. It's that Senſe 
which we muſt take the Articles in, or not <ubſcribe z and is never different 
in the Doctrines relating to pure Religion which are Determin'd by the 
Articles, but only in thoſe things of 1 moment, in which the Church has 
not thought fit to provide againſt Diverſity of Opinions, having Deter min'd 
us only to the general Word, which alone is ſufficient to the Settlement 
of True Religion and Diſcipline among us, and not to any particular Notion of 
it, Which being not Neceſſary, is not Determined, © 
What you call Deter mind, indeed, in the former Paragraph, you only 
call Cont ain d, in this: whereas they are not the ſame. For Things may be 
Contain in the Articles, as I have faid before, which are not Determin d; 
as Particulars are under a General. If you ſay, That the Particulars are 
not in the Articles, but only your General; it will be allow'd you: for it's 
| only a Quibble, and amounts to the very ſame thing. For all that was ever 
meant, was, that there were different Particulars under the General, and 
different Manners of Explaining ſome Expreſſions ; and *twas no matter which 
we took, as to the Honeſty of our Subſcription : which you your ſelf muſt 
acknowledge, if theſe Particu ars are not contain'd in the Articles; we having 
a full Liberty of Opinion in all Things not contain? therein. So that, taking 
either manner of Expreſſing it, and the manner that His Lordſhip makes 
Uſe of in handling the Articles according to it; we ſhall find, that neither 
the Opinion it ſelf, nor his Application of it, will introduce ſuch a Latitude as the 
Articles were fram'd to avoid, 32. . 
For it is nat a whit larger, than what you allow in your Anſwering 
the Objection of the Moderation of the Church of England: And by the 
+ Meaſures of that which you lay down, you your ſelf prove the Accuſation 
; pane Lordſhip to be Unjuſt, and his different Grammatical Senſes to be 
"OT TRY bag, ö e 


a 
1 


/ 


* (26) 3 
You ſay, Our Church does not tie Men up at the rate of the Church of Rome, 

| Determining things that are better left Un-etermind ,, and forcing an Aſent to 
them, as to things of the greateſt Conſequence, This is all that's defir*d to be 
Allow'd, That the Church has left thoſe things of leſi Conſequence Undeter- 
min'd, and has not forc'd the particular Opinions which are fo, upon us, but 
only has ty'd us dawn to the general, that being all that's neceſſary to ſound 

Doctrine, or neceſſary Diſcipline, e. 1 5 
Firſt : The Moderation of the C-urch, &c. This Paragraph is certainly 

true, and is nothing almoſt but what the Biſhop ſays in his Introduction, Lp. 5. 
in a little better Words, and more cloſe Expreſſions. To the Laity they 
are only Articles of Peace; but to the Clergy, otherwiſe : as He has fully, 

contrary to what you once or twice more than inſinuate, prov'd. # 
Secondly: Our Church is ſo far, &c. This is true likewiſe, with a candid 

Conſtruction; for it won't bear a very ſtrict one: becauſe. of the alſo joined 

to accur ſed, which looks as if they were accurſed that held Opinions contrary 

to the Doctrines before ſtated. „„ 3 
Thirdly : The Moderation of the Church is very remarkable, in making ſo very. 

few Dofrines to be Conditions of Communion,” contrary to. what is objected in the 
beginning of the Introduction; &c. Objected by whom? You'd fain have 

People believe by the Biſhop But if they Il look into the Introduction, they'll 
find the full and only Anſwer to it. The Objection is natural enough, and 
we know has been made even againſt the Creed, themſelves, and therefore 
deſerv'd an Anſwer. The Biſhop gives a general one, that will Anſwer the 

Object ion, from the making of the Creeds, to the making of the Arricles ; 
by telling the neceſſary Occaſions that came upon the Church, of making par- 
ticular Explanations of Her Senſe, in thoſe Fundamental Points, and our parti- 
cular Occaſions of encrealing the Number of our Articles above what they 
need otherwiſe have been, for the Excluſion of Rowen Catholicks, And 
ſurely, if the Obje&ion were thought worth an Anſwer, when made only 
againſt the Creeds, as too particular, in that which the Word of God 
had made general; How much more is it ſo, when tis made againſt 
EXVXXIX Articles, One of which contains all theſe Three Creeds, and the 
reſt farther Limitations of ſome of the Things contained in them. God 
- forbid that I ſhould ſay the Objection is Juſt 3 but yet it is ſuch an one, as 
nothing but the neceſſity of the Church, to ſecure her Fundamentals, could 
T/' anſwer. And therefore, leſt the Objection ſhould lie unanſwerable againſt 
our Church, whoſe Moderation, I muſt needs ſay, you have fully repreſented ; 
2108 lam reſolved never to believe that She has Determin d any thing but what 
ol is neceſſary towards Securing the Doctrines of true Religion, and the 
_ neceſſary Quiet of the Conſtituted Church. You blame my Lord, that He 
will have ſome Do&rinal Points found in them: but you aſſure us, that 
there's ſcarce any ſuch thing. The Biſhop does not ſaytheſe Doctrinal Points 
are few or many; nor does He ſay any thing of it, as to particular Articles: 
He ſays only, That in Doctrinal Points a Lay-man may differ, and yet hold 
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. r * Bl | 
Communion with the Church; for that ſuch Points are not ſo neceſſary to Salvation, Wl: | 
as that without believing them, no Man bath a Federal Right to the Covenant of [| | 
Grace ; as Articles of Faith are, And this is not more than you allow, in the 1 


Firſt Note of Moderation, where you ſay, That a Lay-man is not bound up 1 
10 a ſtrict Acknowleagment of the Articles, otherwiſe than as they ſhall be found 9 
to be comprixed in the Creeds, or are evidently True in themſclues, and may be =! 
Proved from Scripture: That is, no farther than he ſhall think them ſo. | 


For if you mean in reality, he's bound to believe them all, becauſe they all = 
may indeed be thus proved; though there are ſome things in them, which, i 
whatever he thinks of their Trutb, are neceſſary to him, if he pretends to 
a Federal Right, and theſe are Articles of Faith: and others that he may be in 
the wrong in, and himſelf think the Church in the wrong in, without being 
out of the Covenant of Grace, or out of the Communion of the Church. Thus 
yon Allow Doctrinal Points in the Articles, which you blame my Lord for 
Allowing, not confidering your ſelf. Indeed, the main Accuſation will fall 
upon you, as we ſhall ſee— But to go on. You ſay, That particularly 
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in the Ten Articles, from the IX th to the XIXth, there are no ſuch. | believe, | f : | 
yon are the very firſt that ever made them neceſſary to a Federal Right; 14-4000 0 
and, according to my Lord of Sarum*s Notion, all other but ſuch as are 5 ne if on 


ceſſar), are Doctrinal Points, No Man, it ſeems, can have a different Notion LY | 
of Original Sin; or interpret thoſe Places of Scripture, which we bring to * nit 
prove it, otherwiſe than the Article determines it, without loſing his Right 
to the Goſpel Covenant. No One can be for Ab/olute Reprobation and Election, 
(to which 7 you ſay, the Article is contrary) but he loſes his Fœæder al 
Kigbt, and fo on. You'd fain make all the Eight, to be equally Articles of 
Faith, oppoſed to Doctrinal, with the XVIIIth: whereas this is the Funda- 
mental Doctrine, without which it's impoſſible for any One to have a Federal 
Right. Nor are they, becauſe relating to the Fundamental, equally Articles of 
Faith with it ; becauſe a Man may believe the main Thing, under different 
Explanations * as the Papiſts do the Forgiveneſs of Sins, through Chriſt alone, 
| and the Life Everlaſting, though they differ from Us in ſome of the Articles 
which relate to that Fundamental. Ur a a CS. 
Jou ſay next, That there is nothing truly Controverfial, or Diſputable, in theſe 
Ten Articles, but plain neceſſary Chriſtian Truths, which every Orihodox Chriſtian 
may Subſcribe, let them vary never ſo in their Sentiments, The Biſhop of Sarum 
does Exclude, particularly in the XV1Ith Article, the Supralapſarian: ; whom 
Jou cannot Exclude by your Rule, becauſe in their Opinions there is ſome- 
thing truly Controverſial, or Diſputable, and nothing that deſtroys the Ortho. 
oxy of Chriſtianity, as you oppoſe it to Doctrinal Points, of which you had 
| been talking, being Men may hold that Opinion, and yet have a Federal 
Right in the Covenant of Grace: which ſhows, that it is not one of the 
Articles of Faith that the Biſhop defines, and which you call Orthodox Chri. 
 Fianity. And here you allow a greater Latitude than the Biſhop, and that 
in theſe Articles, which are not without make ſuppos d to look a particular 
e „ 2 . Way, 
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way, though not to determine it ſo, as that a Remonſtrant need at all 
ſcruple the Subſcribing to them: as the Biſhop proves, [pag. 168.]J 
And ſince you allow ſuch a Latitude, | wonder you ſhould ſay, the Biſhop 
has ſpent Time and Pains to little purpoſe. For no Man can believe Preaeſtina. 
tion as ſettled in the Article, without having ſome Opinion about it or other; 
and every one will be glad to ſee what can be ſaid for all the Opinions about 
it: which will likewiſe give Light to the General Doctrine. I don't think 
He could, without this, have anſwer'd the Ends of an Expoſiror. That 
Office requir*d him to ſhow upon what Grounds the Article ſtood, what 
Arguments it had to ſupport ir, what Opinions it was contrary to, what 
was to be ſaid for thoſe Opinions, and what was to be (aid for thoſe againſt 
them ; which, as they were different, and yet all agreed with the Words 
of the Article, ought to be all explain'd, and the Arguments they were 
grounded upon, propos'd; that Men might be able to chuſe for themſelves, 
as the Words had left them a freedom, and be furniſn'd with Arguments 
againſt thoſe Opinions which were contrary to the Words of the Article. 
Beſides, it can't be imagin'd, a Man ſhould be fo well vers d in the Proof 
of the General Doctrine, (though theſe Articles have ſomewhat more than 
that) as to confute its Oppoſers, without being likewiſe acquainted with 
the particular Opinions about it, how they are to be defended, what Texts 
are cited for them, and what againſt them, the natural Conſequences of 
the Opinions, the Advantages or Diſadvantages of them to Religion. This 
you muſt allow to he the Buſineſs of an Expoſition ; except at the ſame time 
you'll throw out all the Expoſitions in the World, Pearſon, Barrow, Tower ſor, 
and all the Sermons we have, which may be properly calld Expoſitions of 
%%%ͤTrrrrr TEE ß I DO: l 
The Church indeed is ſilent as to the Quarrel, and cannot be brought into ir, 
without doing it wrong. But ſince there are ſuch Quarrels, and ſome of them, 
as you ſay, contrary to the Senſe of the Church; all that enter it, ſhould be 
very well acquainted with the Controverſy, ſo as to be able to Confute thoſe 
Opinions which are contrary to the Determinations of the Church. As to 
what you ſay, That the Church has avoided Determining ſuch nice Queſtions , 
it ſo exactly agrees with what the Biſhop ſays about theſe Diſputes, that 
methinks it would excuſe ſa long a Digreſſion (if the Biſhop's were one) 
were it for nothing but to Second the Deſign of the Church, by trying to put 
a a ſtop to the unhappy Diviſions theſe Diſputes have raisd. The beſt and 
only way to do which, is ſhowing what Charity they owe one another, when 
they conſider the ſtrength of the Arguments on the other Side: For 4. for 
n Matter otherwiſe, there is no hopes. V 
Laſth: The Moderation of the Church of England is ſuch, &c. Let any One 
read this Paragraph or two of yours, and, if it be poſlible, find fault with the 
W1ſhop*s Latitude. There will, you ſay, be great Scope and Latitude for Diverſity 
/ Opinions in leſſer Matters, and ſuch as are not ſtated or defined. This is all 
the Biſhop deſires; for there cannot be a Grammatical Senſe contrary 1 * 
5 tate 


Terms are general, and unreſtrain d, as well as you ; and ſays, they are ſuch 
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Stated and Defined one. But where the Church thinks fit to dictate and define, 
there the Chilaren muſt follow Her. If you mean this againſt the Biſhop, you 
are mightily out; for you have not once ſhown that the Biſhop has not done 
ſo : And if you had, it would have been acting contrary to His own Rale, 
which is as expreſs as yours. E Ts, 
You repeat again your ways of coming to the knowledge of the Church's 
Mind; and I repeat my Anſwer to it, That to Subſcribe the Articles in a 


8 


Senſe contrary to any thing Determined in theſe Explanations, would be 8 


Non: ſenſe and Diſboneſty. But I muſt defire you, when you talk of the 
Church, to leave out that you call the Doctrine of the Church, or Tradition; 
becauſe by the Doctrines of the Church, I underſtand only thoſe Doctrines 
which are required to be Subſcribed by every one that Enters 3 and I don't 
love to have more put upon me than needs. Thoſe Writings and Practices may 
be of good Uſe, but not in the leaſt Obligatory to be believed or followed: 
And if I think I ſee reaſon, I may be quite contrary to chem in Opinion, and yet 
Subſcrive , whereas in the other Caſes | cannot. But now: Where there is nothing 
of this, and one Article does not explain another, nor the Article to be Subſcribed, 
| explainit ſelf, there we are at liberty, and not bound up to any one Grammatical Senſe 
more than to another : In ſuch Caſes, and ſuch only, Men may Subſcribe the 
Articles, and yet be of different Opinions, &c. Now if the Biſhop ſays one 
word more than this, let me never ſee what's Senſe again. [p. 8. 1. 38.] 4» 
Article being conceived in ſuch general Words, that it can admit of different Literal | 
and Grammatical Senſes, (and that, to be ſure, is in ſuch caſe and ſuch only when 
dis not explain d by another, or it ſelf ) both Sides may Subſcribe the Articles with 
4 4 good Conſcience, Then he gives an Example which you allow of, in the 
next Paragraph; and then ſays again, L p. 9..1.21.] Where then the Articles 
are conceivꝰd in general Words, (and that, to be ſure, is not when they are any 
ways determin d) and have not more ſpecial and reſtrained Terms. in them 
( D'ye mind?) there we may take it as 4 ſure Indication, that the Church does 
nor intend to tie Men up, &c. Now theſe are the very ſame things you 
ay : For you allow, there are different Literal and Grammatical Senſes, as well 
 asthe Biſhop; and the Biſhop allows, that there are no ſuch, but where the 


as agree with the Purity of Faith : which, if they do, they are what you call 
| things of not that moment, as to come within the expreſs Deciſions of the Church, 
in an Authentic Oligatory way. All the difference is, the Biſhop does not 
mention the other Authentick Obligatory Explanations of the Articles, But 
this is no difference indeed, for Two good Reaſons : 1. Becauſe to talk of 
| a Grammatical Senſe of an Article, contrary to an Explanation of it, equally 
Ovhigatory with the Articles, is no better than Non- ſenſe; as I have ſhown 
before: And, 2. Becauſe if *twere nat Non. ſenſe, twould be Diſh n, to 
Subſcribe in the Articles one thing, and the contrary in another, (the Rubrick# 
luppoſe:) which I muſt do, if I Subſcribe the Articles in a Senſe different 
from any Determin'd in that. All that His Lordſhip is more culpable than 
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Paſlage in the Athana 


prove that He has not done rhe loft, I believe, contrary to your Opinion; 


(30) 


yon in, is, that He did not make uſe of a needleſs Limitation 3 which a Man 


muſt ſee, except he be both Fool and Krave ;, and you did, and then make a 


- Flouriſh with it, as if *twas all in all 
Therefore you ſay, Men may differ about Hell ; that being not defined : only 


fo much is defined, in oppoſition to the Apollinarian Hereſy, as to afſert, That 
Chriſt bad a Soul, This excludes the Biſhops ſecond Senſe. That Senſe of Hell 
] have vindicated already: but I can't imagine why you ſhould think that 


Article was made againſt the Apollinarians ; when if it be ſo, tis very ob- 


ſcure; and therefore could not only be intended as an Explanation of the 
ſian Creed, which is mightily plainer, and more direct 
againſt the Apollinarians, who cannot poſſibly deny Chriſt had a Soul, and 


| Subſcribe that Creed. Aud ſo, you ſay, Men may differ about thoſe Point; 
grafted upon the Ten Articles, which are not the Tranſcript of St. Auſtin'; 
 Dottrine, avmy Lord ſuggeſts, &c. As you have propos'd them, I confeſs, 
Mien may Subſcribe them, and Differ about them, with a witneſs. If you 
cad prove they are no ſuch Tranſcript, you'll ſatisſie a great many honeſt - 


Men who think they are, and yet think them not ſo expreſly decided, as to 
Exclude thoſe of the contrary Opinion. Your laſt Sentence is the old falſe 


Accuſation, That the Biſhop's Latitude warrants Diverſity of Opinions in 


Matters plainly Determined by the Church : which it does not in the leaſt, but 


juſt the contrary, in Things only which the Church has left general and 
And in many Caſes (in ad that the Bop intends by his Rule, or has made 

it to do in his Expoſition) the Church has done it; ſo that no Rigour can be 

complain d of, There's no ſtraining upon the Conſciences of Men, Nor do any 


moderate Men, that I know of, io miſtake the oder ation of the Church, as to 


allow any Remiſane/s in Conformity or Obedience to what it has Determin'd. Their 


Moderation conſiſts in requiring no more than the Church; and they are 


Immoderate Men that require more, and thereby give an occaſion for that 


Diſtinftion of C hurch. men. To think that the Church intends one thing, and yet 


thruſt our ſelves upon Her, with a pretence of Subſcribing in different Grammatical 
Senſes that the Words will bear, is neither the part of a true Son of the Church of 
England, nor of an honeſt Man, as you truly ſay. And if the Biſhop had 
Allow'd any ſuch thing, I ſhould have ſaid he Abus'd the Church; as you 
(who ſpeak ſuch things of Him, as, if you underſtand plain Engliſh, you 
muſt know He did not intend, and can't prove that He has practis' d) now 
do Him. V C Ko : - 


+ i indeed ſuch a Deſign, to Subſcribe to Conditions of Communion, and both 's 
Believe and Teach the contrary, that the Biſhop could not, pon firſt Thoughts, 


approve of it; and He has been ſo far from fruſtrating the Deſign of the Church, 


2 that He has fully prov'd, that the Title of the Articles obliges thoſe that 
Subſcribe them, to do it ex ammo ; and has Himſelf, throughout bis 


Expoſition, acted according to that Principle: Though you wou'd fain 


1 becauſe 


becauſe you ſo often, contrary to your Knowledge, 
allow the fit. Since then, to ſumm up all, you have not prov'd that He 


does onee give occaſion to any One to Subſcribe with an Opinion that the 


Articles don't allow: Since He gives no Scope for different Opinions, but 
what the Articles admit, and the Kings Declaration commands: Since you 


your felf hold the very ſame Principles of Latiende that He does, and in 


Ten Articles together countenance a much greater: The Declaration, and 
the Biſhop, and Tou, muſt ſtand and fall together, and either be condemn'd 
or clear d of the Accuſation of introducing a Diverſity of Opinions, which the 
Articles were fream'd to avoid, And I believe in my Conſcience, Ton A. 
(except as to thoſe Ten Articles ) ſtand fully clear of the Imputation. 


We have now done with the Firſt Head ; and if that does bot hold. the 


Two other will neceſſarily. fall of themſelves: For it's impoſſible that any 


thing ſhould be contrary to the true Meaning of the Articles, and to other 
rectived Dottrines of our Church, except there be a Latitude allow'd for 


Diverſity of Opinions, which the Articles were framd to avoid. For, I ſuppoſe,, 
all the Diverſity of Opinions that the Articles were framed to avoid, is. avoided 


and excluded in them, otherwiſe they don't anſwer their End: And if it 
is, then nothing can be contrary 
an Opinion. which they were fram d to avoid. And, if nothing in the Expoſition 


contradicts any Article, and conſequently any other Autbentical Explanation 


of the Churcb's Mind, there can be nothing that is of dangerous Conſequence 


to the Lamful Eſtabliſhment of the Church, or the Honour of the Reformation 

all the Lamful Eſtabliſhment of the Church, and all its Reformation from the 

Church of Rome, being included and ſettled in ſome of theſe Authentical Ex- 

| planations And to inſinuate by theſe different Heads, as if there were 

ſomething more in them, looks like making ſome New Terms of Commu« 
nion; and being as much above the Chureh?s Moderation, as you complain of 


Others for being below it. 
Ihe Second Head of Complaint, is, 


| That there are many Paſſages, in the Expoſition of ſeveral of the Articles, 
wich appear to be contrary to the true Meaning of them, and to other re- 


ceived Doftrines of our Church. 


This it ſeems, muſt ſtay to be provid fully, in the particular Examination of | 
the Articles which, when they come out, we ſhall know what to ſay to; 


but we may give ſome ſort of 4 gueſs, by what has. been ſaid, what Proof it will 


admit of, A Man might indeed give 4 gue/s, what manner of Proof we ſhould: 
have: And we did naturally expect, according to the Sample you had given, 
what we have fince found to be true, by the Examination of thoſe Two. 
Articles already come ont, that what you call Proof, would be 8 = Rs 
"IM 5 Agacharitable 


inſinuate that He does not 


to the Meaning of them, but what introduces 
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Uncharitable Inſinuations, Unſeemly Reflections, mix'd with very little True 
or Tolerable Reaſoning, 23 1 
You ſay then, That whatever is contrary to the Articles, is contrary to the 
received Doctrine of the Church which is certainly true; and then you turn 
it, That what is contrary to the received Doctrine, is contrary to the Deſign at 
leaſt of ſome or other of the Articles. If you mean, by received Doctrine, 
that which is expreſs d to be ſo in any other Explanation of the Church's Mind 
tis certainly true, that no One can Subſcribe the Articles in any Senſe 
different from that. But if you mean, in any private Writer, or any number 
of them; I can't allow it to be the Doctrint of the Church : becauſe I think 
theſe Explanations contain not only the main Subſtance, but aff the Lottrine of 
_ the Church; all that She requires any One to believe, that Enters himſelf into 
her Body. 1 wiſh you would keep to your Rules of Latitude in the Account 
of the Moderation of the Church of England: but | ſee, 'twas nothing but 
the ſtrength of Trutb, that wreſted thoſe Allowances from you; whenever 
| You come to your ſelf, you forget that Moderation, and fix New Terms 
upon us, which are ſo far from being Obligatory, that they don't in the leaſt 
belong to us, any farther than we ſhall think them Reaſonable 
Lou are at it again, in the next Paragraph, and at the Old Trick of 
telling us the Church*s Ways and Means. The Three firf# of which you * 
rightly determine Obligatory ; but the laft of them (as diſtinguiſh'd from 
the Three former) I am no more obliged to conſider, than the moſt diſtant 
thing in the World. Obligea, I ſay ; for nothing is required more, to de- 
nominate me a True Son of the Church, than what is neceſſarily to be Sub- 
ſcribed, and Aſſented to, for my Entrance into it: and to make any thing 
more, and to fix it upon Men, before you'll allow them the Name, is 
making New Terms of Communion, which the Church does not lay upon us. 
Nothing is the Doctrine of the Church, but what is contained in ſome of 
| thoſe Explanations; and to call ſuch particular Men as are of my Opinion, 
the Church, is only a Trick to vilifie others, who hold all that the Church 
enjoins in any of thoſe Things they Aſſent to; but in all other Things 
count themſelves as much at liberty to follow Calvin, or Epiſcopins, or the wort. 
Man in the World, if they think he ſpeaks truth, as Montague or Jewell, or 
1 any the beſt Man. Theſe Impoſitions are what the Moderate Men complain 
4 * of; and think (though they have as good Opinions of thoſe Writers as any 
Body can have) that They who would fix them upon Men, are not ſo 
Moderate as the Church is, whoſe degree of Stiffneſs they exactly deſire to 
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Iꝗ3 forthe Three foſt ways, all Doftrines and Rules ſettled by Them, we 
a {ihe are bound ro follow and embrace: And I don't think any thing in them ſo 


. oh ſcurely expreſed, as that we can't ſee what's meant by it; and very often, 
$!'  ( thatis, always where it is ſo) we can ſee that twas meant, not to fix 
vs to the Opinions of Thoſe that compil'd them, but to leave us to our own 
Liberty as to the particular Opinion, it not being of any Conſequence. 
"en. | Bur 
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on, on the contrary, make the received Opinion, as you call it, the Determi- 
nation of that that is not Determinꝰd in any thing we Subſcribe ; whereas the 
Intent of the Articles plainly was to determine only how far we ſhould be 
obliged to receive the received Opinion. The Articles, I ſay, tell us how far 
we are obliged to follow the received Opinion, and not the received Opinion in 
what Senſe we are oblig'd to underſtand the Article. This was the Intent 
of the Articles; otherwiſe it had been as eaſie to have put down their own 
Opinion, as the general Word : but that was ſo hard, thit when they had 
done it in One Article, *twas Corrected, and left General. And indeed, 
you your ſelf (if you were ſo, when you gave that Account of Moderation) 


Va — 
” 


ws 
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acknowledge this by Conſequence: For in all thoſe Ten Articles you give all 


à Liberty of Subſcribing, ſo they hold the Fundamental; whenas, if this 
that you call the Doctrine of the Church be Obligatory, every One muſt Sub- 
ſcribe them only with that Opinion which he knew Thoſe who compiPd 
them had. This is a New Term, I think, of Communion, I he Opinion of the 


Compilers. And you can mean nothing, by received Doctrine, but that, diſtinct 
from the other Three, as you plainly make it. If you do, tell me what it 
is, and ſhow me that it is Obligatory; and, if it be, how we could ever 
caſt off any General received Dottrine, ( one of which is as Obligatory as ano- 
ther) ſince that Rejection muſt be begun by ſome private Perſon , who, if 
he were in the wrong, all that follow'd him were ſo too; for Falſhood 
can never be made Truth by the Multitude that purſue it. Our Articles 


never, its plain, were thus ſtiff, and we deſire to be no ſtiffer than they : 


Nor do we at the ſame time think we can Subſcribe them, and Declare con- | 
trary to them; becauſe all the Latitude deſir d, and which you grant, is in 


Things not Deter min'd in them. We do not think a Man can Subſcribe to 


the Grammatical Senſe of an Article (which is the Biſhop's Rule) in ſuch a 

| Senſe as to make it contradict it ſelf, or any other Article; becauſe Contra- 
dictions can never make any Senſe at all: And I can ſcarce think you have 

ſo low a Notion of Grammatical Senſe, as to make none at all of it; 

though you ſpeak as if you had, when you ſay here, that a Man may Subſcribe 

in a Senſe, that the Words will bear, according to the Rules of true Grammar, 


and ſeemingly proper Signification, and yet ſuppoſe at the ſame time that he 


| may ſo expound the Article be Subſcribes, as to make it contradit it ſelf, or ſome * 3 
other Article. This, in your excellent Notion of Grammatical Senſe, I ſay, 
you think poſſible : for otherwiſe you need not have told us was un- 


_ reaſonable, becauſe the Impoſſbility it ſelf would have been a ſufficient Bar 


, ß 
TFaoou generally, when you have a mind to ſhow the ill Uſe of Grammatical 


Senſe, fall upon the ſecond, and the word Hel : whereas, if you ſay true, it 


makes the Article ſpeak Nonſenſe ; and then, if you thought ſo, all the 


fault you could lay to the Biſhop's Charge, would be, miſtaking in the 


Practice of his own Rule. You are upon all Occaſions, making this ſecond 


Senſe the Meaſure of the Biſhop's Latitude: whereas Grammatical Senſe is his 


þ | 1 | ” Meaſure; 7 
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Meaſure ;, and that, if this ſecond Senſe be Nonſenſe, is contradicted d 
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ruin'd by it. But you play ſtill more foul, when you ſay, This ſeems to 
be preferred in the Expoſition. Let but any One read the laſt Paragraph of 
that Article, where Biſhop Pearſon's Opinion is repreſented, and look in the 
Contents before the Introduction, p. xviii. What may be the true Senſe of this 
Article, and he cannot but think it Uncharitable. 5 
The Running-down the Three Creeds, and Diſparaging them, as you call it, 
is againſt the De ſignof the Article. 1 am ſorry to hear, that ſpeaking Truth of 


the Creeas, is Diſparaging them. For that ſays, they are throughly to be receiv'd, 


and believed. But pray, why does it ſay ſo ? For they are tobe prov'd from 
Scripture. You ſee, it puts the Belief of them upon no other Foot; and 
that's ſo ſure an one, that it is alone as ſufficient as all the other. For 
except they can be proved ſo, all the Antiquity and Authority of 
General Councils, according to Article XXI. would fignifie nothing: And, if 
I Subſcribe that it can, I muſt firmly believe it, taough made but Yeſterday, 


as if made a Thouſand Years ago, or indeed as the Scripture it ſelf ; juſt as 
I do all the Articles I Subſcribe, with the ſame firmneſs that I do the Creeds, 
though in Point of Antiquity they differ. If it be true, that the Athanaſian 


Creed was never heard of to the V1Ilth Century, *twas not the Meaning of the 


Church to have it ſo believ d. If it were never Confirm'd by any General 
Council, twas not the Meaning of the Church to oblige Subſcribers to think 
fo. Indeed, the Church had no Meaning at all about it, and has not ſpoken 

the leaſt word concerning it, but has left the Creed, upon only the foot 
of Scripture ; but ſo poſitively, that no Man can Subſcribe this Article, 


without believing they can be prov/d-ſrom Scripture. And Thoſe that do 
not think they can, are not in the leaſt favour d, by making them have no 


Aavantage from Antiquity; becauſe, whatever Advantage they might have 
from thence, it would not at all affect a Man who thought they were not 
only not to be proved from Scripture, but contrary to it, as the Socinians 


do: except you'll ſay, a Man ought to believe Antiquity, when it contradicts 


| Scripture.” Theſe again, I muſt tell you, are New Terms of Communion, 
making the Meaning of the Articles to be what is not ſo much as expreſs'd or 


mention'd in them; and the Meaning of this particularly to be for the 


Antiquity of the Creeds, and the Confirmation of them by Councils, though 


againſt Truth; when it ſelf does not only not mention any ſuch thing, but 


rather the contrary, and, as you call it, Diſparages the Apoſtles Creed it (elf. 
We ſhall have Things finely manag?d, when you are to play the Church, and 
make it ſpeak what's your Will, even againſt its Wow. 


You don't here enquire, whether it be ſo in Fatt or not e but its a great Complement 
paſſed upon this Creed, which does not very well comport with the Article which is 
made in favour of all the Three Creeds. How far in favour of them, pray? 
As to the Antiquity, and this having been Confirm'd by a General Council. 


Not a word of it, but only it ſays, They are to be prov'd from Scripture, If 
indeed the Biſhop had ſaid the Creeds were not to be prov'd from Scripture, 


or 


Le SRI 


or if the Article had ſaid they had been confirm'd all by Councils, it had been 
a ſcurvy Complement to the Church: but when the Biſhop ſays all that the 
Arricle does; you do not do well to accuſe Him, for not ſerving the Church 


with a Lye, or for not carefully concealing the Truth, in a thing the Church 


has nothing to do with. It ſounds a little odd, to hear a Church-man ſay, 
The Queſtion is not, whether it be true, or no; but, whether ſuch a Complement 


to the Creeds be not againſt the Article: as if, ſuppoſing it True, it were not 
to be ſpoken, becauſe the Article will be Affronted by it: which is as much 
as ſuppoſing the Meaning of the Article to be Falſe, for yon can never prove 


the thing otherwiſe than True. Such Complements do Men put upon the 
Articles, when they make them have Meanings that are not in them; and 
thereby, againſt all Moderation, make it neceſſary to Men to Subſcribe to 
their own impos?d falſe Senſe, For if Men are not oblig'd to Subſcribe to 


this Meaning that you have put upon the Article, then 'tis not the Meaning 
of the Article, You cannot poſſibly make the Words bear any ſuch Meaning, 


but muſt ſuper-add it to them: and a Man does all the Church can require, 


when he Subſcribes any Article according to the Senſe expreſs'd in it, not 
regarding any Additions that you will think fit to make. And ſince the Biſhop 


has prov'd all that the Article has expreſ9d, or any One is oblig?d to Sub- 
ſcribe to, I wonder you can ſay, He has contradicted the Meaning of the Article. 


Pray conſider how you deal with the Biſhop here, where there is not the 
leaſt Ex preſſion in the Arricle that looks like what you call the Meaning; 


and how you deal with Him, about his Syggeſtion of the Ten Articles being 


a Tranſcript of St. Auſtin's Doctrines, in which there are Expreſſions looking 


that way; and fee how you can make them agree, 


Ton have not in the leaſt ſhown before, that thoſe Articles reſpett only the 

Principal Doctrine, and have nothing to do with any of the leſs momentous Diſputes, = 
Lou have ſaid it, indeed; but have done nothing to convince any One 
that thought they look'd to that we call the Calviniſtical Opinion; nor do 
very Underſtanding Men believe you can. We know, that the receivd 


Doctrine, when they were made, was ſo; and that Adventrous Arminian 


that firſt Subſerib'd them, broke quite through your Fourth Way of coming 


to the Church's Mind: and all that have fince follow'd bim through the 


Gap, have, notwithſtanding there were no ſuch thing expreſs'd in the 
Article, run quite contrary to the Church's Meaning, and the received Doctrine. 
Tis your own way of Talking in other Articles, where there is not the leaſt 
mention or glimpſe of what you call their Meaning; and therefore be 


pleas'd to take it in theſe Articles, where there's ſomewhat more than bare 
Appearance of it, and where moſt Great Men have thought there was ſo. But 


won't diſpute the Caſe with you; they ſhall be what you'd have, becauſe 
I am a Friend to as much Latitude as can reaſonably be allow'd. What will 
follow? Why then the Expoſition given us of the Articles, which is to revive 


thoſe Queſtions, cannot but be contrary to the Deſign of theſe Articles: and to 
bring thoſe things upon the Stage, is but to wrong the Reader, and the Articles, 


„ | upon 
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[ll  . pon which theſe Speculations are grafted, that do not belong to them. But let 
mae tell you, Thoſe Queſt;ons don't want reviving ; they never yet were 
Wy. dead, nor, 1 doubt, ever will be. Every Body can ſcarce help having ſome 


one or other of thoſe Opinions; and therefore ?*rwas no more than due, to 
ſhow how far the Article would bear any of them, and which it excluded: 
Though, ſuppoſing it was contraryto them all, to ſet all the Objections in 
a fair Light, and to give them an Anſwer, is ſurely: the Work of an 
Expoſition, if our Sermons be ſuch, Much more is it ſo, when they are 
all-agreeable to the Thing to be Expounded. For, you know, we generally 
ſet forth the different Interpretations, and Manners of Explaining the main 
Head, and on what Grounds the different Parties go, and then, which is 
moſt agreeable to the main Deſign : or, if there be no material difference, 
(however great ones have been made) ſhow how thoſe different Opinions 
may be brought neareſt together, how they all conſiſt with the main and 
neceſſary Head, and how thoſe that hold them ought to bear with one 
another. This we call an Expoſition, and this is all the Biſhop has done, 
Lou may call it reviving thoſe Diſputes, but tis juſt the contrary. For thoſe 
Diſputes are alive, and alive they will be; and the only way to make them 
manag d with Charity, and the Maintainers of them forbear one another in 
Love, is to ſet each Opinion in its due Light, and give it its due Strength 
and Advanntages, that each Side may ſee the other is not deſpicable. If the 
Diäieſign then of the Church was to have theſe Diſputes either not meddled 
with, or not made the Cauſes of Trouble and Diſorder ; it ought to be 
acknowledg'd, that the Deſign of the Expoſition is the very ſame with it. 
I don't ſay, how gloriouſly it has ſucceeded ; but you your ſelf can't but 
acknowledge you have Abus'd the Byſhop, when you look upon what He ſays 
of His Defign, You ſay, The Expoſition is to revive all thoſe Queſtions. ' Now, 
though you cunningly left out, the Deſign of the Expoſition is to do ſo, that 


when you ſay it is to 40 it: for every One knows the difference between 
The Expoſition revives theſe Diſputes, and, The Expoſition is to revive theſe 
_ Diſputes. So that this does not excuſe you. For ſee what the Biſhop ſays of Bis 
own Deſign, who knew it beſt : [| pag. VII, VIII. of the Preface, ] One Reaſon, 
among others, that led me to follow the Method I have purſwd in this Controverſy, 
is to offer at the beſt Means I can, for bringing Men to a better underſtanding of 
one another ——— Men whoſe Opinions are jo Different, can never be brought 
to an Agreement: and the ſettling on ſome Equivocal Formularies, will never lay 
the Contention that has ariſen concerning them, The only poſſible Way of Sound 
and Laſting Reconciliation, is to poſſeſs both Parties with a Senſe of the Force of the 
Arguments that lie on the other Side; that they may ſee they are no way contemptible, 
| but are ſuch as may prevail on wiſe and good Men, Here's a Foundation laid for 
Charity: And if to this Men would add a juſt Senſe of the Difficulties in their 
' own Side, then it would be more eaſie to Agree on ſome general Propoſutions, &c. 
— — Thoſe wbo Agree about all this, ſhould not Differ, though they can- 
Tai DD Ons ĩ „ not 


you might have a retiring Hole; yet you have expreſs d the ſame thing, | 
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not fall into the ſame Methods of Reconciling theſe together. And if they do | 


Agree, to bleſs. God, &c. — Here the great Truths on both Sides are, 


ſafe ;, every thing that has an Influence on Praftice is agreed on, thougb neither 


Side meet in the ſame Ways of joining all theſe together. You ſee here, His 


And ſurely, by you He might then have been pardon'd, Nb had miſtook 


Deſign was to Second the Church of England's, in a General Agreement. 


His Way towards it. But I can't help ſaying, That Hd has choſen ſo 


likely a Method, and purſu'd it fo cloſely, that if the Deſigu of the 
Church of England was to have Men United in the General, and bear with 
one another in the Particulars, tis accompliſh'd as much as it can be: for 


no One can read theſe Arguments, ſet off with ſo much Strength and 


Clearneſs, without not only not inſulting the oppoſite Opinion as Folly, and 


Irreligion, but almoſt being ready to Embrace it, at leaſt, without being 


very Humble and Modeſt in his own. Nay, I believe 'tis the readieſt Way 


to make Men reſolve only to believe the neceſſary General wherein both Sides | 
are Agreed, and not to trouble their Heads with the Particulars not neceſſary, 


wherein they Differ ; when they find it a Drawn-Battle, as*rwere, between 


the Arguments concerning them, and both Sides to have their Advantages, 
and, I was going to ſay, unanſwerable Difficulties belonging to them. 80 
that, if the Deſign of the Church of England were to have her Sons believe 
only the Main Fundamental, and not troyble their Heads with the 
Diſputable Controverſial Points; the-Biſhop has taken the readieſt way to 
cow Men in that unneceſſary Purſuit, to check their hot-headed Forward» 


neſs, and ſo to compleat the Deſign of the Church. Though I muſt here, 


at laſt, deſire you to take notice, That it is no One's Opinion, that | know, . 
that all things not touch'd in the Avricles, are unlawful to be meddled 
with, or diſputed about; which is all you have to ſay, why theſe ſhould 

not: I am ſure, it can't be your. Opinion; becauſe you make ſome things, 

 notexpreſsd in them, to be even neceſſary. Conſider theſe Things, the _ 

Biſhop's Deſign, your Accuſation; Repent, and beg Pardon. If you can 
tell what thoſe Opinion, are, contrary to the Articles, for which, you ſay, a 

Tatitude is encourag d, | ſhall know what to ſay: To a General. Accuſation, _ 


| have nothing to Anſwer, but a down-right Denial. 


That Paſſage you ſpeak of, is verily in the Expoſition ; but, I dare ſay, 
to prove It inconſiſtent with the words of the Article, is impoſſible. What you 
have done, directly proves the contrary ; and, I believe, was altogether 
owing to Inadvertency. You ſay then, that the Latin Article is In Lege, 
though the Engliſh be Bp, and the Engliſh and the Latin were both Sign d in 
Convocation : and I'll add, both ſigniſie, to be ſure, juſt the ſame thing. Now 


then, In Lege often ſignifies no more than By the. Law; but By the Law 


never lignifies ſo much as In Lege, in its higheſt and moſt general Senſe. 


Fo that if they knew how to conſtrue their own Latin, they meant no more 
J In Lege, than By che Law. To put this beyond all poſſible Diſpute 


In is a much more general word than By. If it be taken here in the 8 


* 
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Moſt general and largeſt ſenſe of it, the Article is this; They are to be 


accurſed, who ſay, a Man be ſaved in the Law he profeſſeth ; whereas there i: 
no Salvation- but in the outward Profeſſion of the Chriſtian Religion : for ſo 
In Chrift, in the largeſt ſenſe, ſignifies. This muſt be your ſenſe of the 


Article, if you oppoſe the Biſhop's, which ſays all but this. And, ſup. 


poſing this were the Determined Senſe of the Article, I believe every One 
would Subſcribe it, with the ſame Senſe they do the Damnatory Sentence of 
the Athanaſian Creed, viz, ſuppoſing they had it ſufficiently prov'd, and 
explain'd to them. And with that Salvo, the Article's nothing more than the 


Biſhop ſays, in that you blame Him for. This is the Conſequence, I ſay, 


ſuppoſing twere fully determin'd, to take In in the largeſt Senſe : But 


that is not poſſible, as the Article is now worded ; for though the Latin 


would do it, yet the Exgliſh cannot poſſibly; By never ſignifying ſo much 
as In, in that large Senſe : And the Engliſb and the Latin ſignifying juſt 
the ſame ; the Latin muſt be made to ſignifie no more than the Exgliſh, 


becauſe the Engliſh cannot be made to ſignifie ſo much as the Latin. So 
that 4 particular care is taken, to provide for this difference, by the very Men 
that compiled the Articles, who have determin'd the fignification of In 
to be no more than By. Nay, ſuppoſing the Article, both Latin and 
Engliſh, had been In, no reaſonable Man would have deny'd that they 


might ſignifie no more than By; becauſe in the Hebrew, Greek, Latin 


and Engliſh Old and New Teſtament there is In moſt commonly uſed, 


when it can be no more than By. The Places are ſo many, that 1 won't 


ſuppoſe you ignorant of them, though twere more for your Credit to be 


ſo. For 'twould make any One bluſh, to conſider that you have abnſed _ 
the Biſhop, in telling the World, He has talen off the Anathema; when He 
has given it the fulleſt Senſe By is capable of: and you have laid an 


Anathema upon all that believe that Senſe; making the Belief to be determin'd 


by the Article, as neceſſary to Salvation: which it's impoſſible the Words 


ſhould bear; and which if they would bear, would not at all exclude hi-; 


becauſe the very ſame Words will very often bear both, as taken in a gene- 
in , ee N 


Your next Paragraph is of a Piece with this. I can indeed ſcarce believe 


that you think the Biſhop meant, by Magiſterial Stiffneſs, any One's inſiſting 


upon Epiſcopal Orders, in oppoſition to other Conſtitutions, He blames not their 


Opinion who think them neceſſary, any farther than as they abuſe others, 
as not being of the Church of England, who have thoughts that other 


Ordination is Lawful abroad; and thereby Dictate Magiſterialy, in laying 


that upon us as a neceſlary Interpretation of the Article, which the Article 


it ſelf is not ſo ſtiff as to determine, or oblige its Subſcribers to believe. 
But it lets in none but ſuch as believe Epiſcopal Ordination neceſlary to an 


Admittance into Our Church; nor does the Expoſition, of it: and therefore 


you imagine for the Biſhop, when you make Him think that it leaves Room for 


 Preqbytery, or Independency. He never was ſo particular; and they mus? be 
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very eaſie, who are perſuaded to believe that He has manag d the Article © 


ſo as to make it leæve ſuch Room, and ſpeak againſt it ſelf, Tis but a Man's 
looking upon the Expoſition, [p. 258. .. 247 

vince him that you had none, or none of ſomething that's better, I have 
ſhown this before, when you ſpoke of this Article. "OY 


The XXVth Article is of Baptiſm : And there the Biſhop ſays, There is 


wo expreſs Rule, or Precept, for the Baptiſm of Infants, This, you ſay, plainly 
contraditts the Article it ſelf. The Article then, it ſeems, ſays, There is an 


expreſs Rule, or Precept, Pm ſure, it does not expreſih a RY 


hear you prove this. You ſay, Nw the Engliſh, is moſt agreeable , yet 


the Latine, Optime congruat, takes off the Ambiguity Can't I very fairly 


ſay, There is no expre/s Law in England for ſuch or ſuch a thing ; but 
yet ſay, That it is as agreeable as is poſſible to the expreſs Law. But 


farther : Firſt of all, This Congruat is in the Subjunctive Mood; and I be- 
lieve that is not near ſo Affirmative as the Indicative : And then your Senſe 
of Optime is a little too ſtrict for that of the Super ative: And, 3dly. The very 


word Congruat, which fignifies no more than that it is agreeable to the 


Inſtitution, ſeems to ſuppoſe that 'tis not the very expreſs Inſtitution it ſelf. 
But to wave this —— The Biſhop, I think, plainly ſhows, that he means no 


more by expre/s,than that Infant Baptiſm is not in terms, in ſo many words, de- 


clared and commanded in Scripture : And I'll tell you why I believe ſo; 1/.Be- 
cauſe in this Article, though He ſays tis no expreſs Rule, yet He proves that 
tis agreeable to the Inſtitution of Chriſt. And therefore when you prove 
that becanſe *tis agreeable to the Inſtitution of Cbhriſt, it is an Expreſs Rule; 
you ſay no more than the Biſbop, and only quarrel about the word Expreſs, 
And, 2dly, Becauſe in the Article of Oaths, He ſays the Command ſeems to be 
Expreſs againſt Any, and yet proves them to be Lawful ; In both theſe 
places He makes Expre/s ſignifie no more than that they are, or are not, in 
ſo many words, commanded or allowed: and He fully ſhows He does not 
mean what you do b Expreſs, becauſe He ſays the Rule is not Expreſs, 
(that is, in his Senſe) and yet proves that Baptiſm is agreeable to the Inſti= 


tution of Chriſt, (which, in your Senſe, is expreſs.) 


There may, you ſay, be an expreſs Rule, or Precept, where there are not expreſs 
Words for every Individual Perſon concern d in the Inſtitution, According to 
the Biſhop's Senſe of Expreſs, there cannot; nor indeed, in any good Senſe. 

That, I ſuppoſe, which comes by DeduCtion and Inference, is not Expreſs : 

for, were it fo, *twould be deduc'd from it ſelf. The nearer the Deduction 

is, ſo much the nearer Expreſs is the Thing proved by it. I am very 


willing to admit,that the Rule for Womens Receiving the Sacrament is Expreſs; 
becauſe *cis, at firſt ſight, without any Deduction, as palpable as the Mens; 
for which the Inſtitution is not a whit more Expre/s than for the 


Womens. But the Caſe in Baptiſm is quite otherwiſe. Here there is a 
apacity of 
Infants 


long, and yery bard, and no deſpicable Diſpute againſt the C 


and his own Eyes will con- 


% RT NT 
Infants to be Baptized. The Inſtitution is as much pleaded to be againſt them 
by the Anabaptiſts, as by the Quakers the other about Oarhs is againſt vs, 
Repentance, and Faith, are made neceſſary to it ; and Teaching, neceſſary 
to their being acquainted with the Nature of that Repentance, and Faith, 
and ſo being made Diſciples by Baptzſm: Theſe are in the words of the 
Inſtitution ; and from them they argue for the expre/s Inſtitution on their 
Side. Now, notwithſtanding this, We argue, That the Inſtitution does 
not Exclude them, but that they are cap⸗ble of Receiving Baptiſm, by reaſon 
of their Believing Parents; and to be admitted, upon their Account, into a 
Covenant of Grace, as in Circumciſion : and theſe Arguments ſhow that the 
Inſtitution is not Expreſs. If the Inſtitution be Expreſs to all that are 
capable to Receive, and there are no Degrees of that Capacity; then to 
All, that are not wholly uncapable, the Inſtitution is as neceſſary as to Any. 
1 This is a pretty hard Say ing, as to Baptiſm it ſelf, conſidering the different 
Capacities of Infants, and Grown Men. But, as to Infant Communion, 
let me ask you; Were Infants capable of Receiving it, or not? If they 
were not; then they, who by their Father's Right, might be admitted into 
a Covenant of Grace by one Sacrament, were uncapable of receiving any 
Grace in their Right by another, from which they are no where in the Goſpel 
excepted or excluded. And then the Church which admitted them, and thoſe 
honeſt Men who defended that Admittance, were not only in an Errour, 
but in a great and heinous Crime, in not diſtinguiſhing the Lord's Body, 
for thoſe who were not able to diſtinguiſh it themſelves. If they were 
1 capable, then its abſolutely neceſſary they ſtill ſnould be admitted; be- 
7 cauſe there is an Expreſs Rule, or Precept, for the Admittance of all thoſe 
Wy who are capable of being ſo. The Parallel might be run much farther. 
wo I do it not, VII aſſure you, to bring Infant Baptiſm and Infant Communion 
5 upon the Level; I am far from doing this: but I did it, only to ſhow 
that there are different Degrees of Capacity, and that Things may be 
a + neceſſary to ſome in an Inſtitution, which are not abſolutely neceſſary for 
: 3 others, for whom nevertheleſs they are extremely reaſonable and conve- 
i | nient. Though if all I have ſaid be falſe, yer you your ſelf have proved 
wh for the Biſhop, that He has made the Inſtitution Expreſs for Infant Baptiſm. 
j For you ſay, that, according to the Article, there is an Expreſs Rule, or 
Precept, for every thing that is according to Chriſt's Inſtitution. Now the 
1 ! 5 Biſbop has prov'd Infant Baptiſm [p. 305, 306. ] to be according to Chriſt's 
| 
j 


—— 
— 11 


1 Inſtitution; therefore He has prov'd it, according to you, Expreſs, When 
*: you knew He had done this, you ſhould have never quarrell'd with Him 
18 about the Word, when you both agree in the Thing; but have ſuppos'd 
4 | | that He meant only, Infants were not named in expreſs Words. | 
| The foregoing Inſtances then prove nothing of the Matter you talk of: 
nor, if they did contradict the Senſe you ſpeak of, would they at all 
| - contraditt That contained in the Articles ; becauſe you have put Things as 
T1 | Couontain'd there, which are not. How you prove That that's more caſe, we 


| „„ ae 8 
come now to ſee: only I muſt except againſt the common received Doctrine 
being at all Obligatory. You can't name one, in which there are not 
different Opinions among equally good Church-men : and thoſe that we call 
now received Dottrines, were perhaps once not ſo, but others, from which pri- 
vate Men, who had no Authority ſo to do, if they were Obligatory, took the 
liberty to depart, and many have follow'd them. What moreover ſhall be 
the Standard of received Doctrine? What will be ſufficient to give any 
Doctrine this Title? And who ſhall be the Judge in ſo uncertain a Matter, 
as whether the Doctrine comes up to the Standard? For my part, I count 
all Doctrines and Opinions free for me, which are not fix d in ſome 
' Authentical Explanations : and, if you can tell me any that are not ſo, and 


Church in Her Deſign in impoſing the Subſcriptions. This Opinion of yours, 
I think, leaves every Man to be a Judge, who's a Church of England man, 
according to his own Notion of the reception of an Opinion: and if he have 
confidence enough to ſay any thing is ſo received, the Man ſhall be declar?d 
what be will. This is the reaſon, I ſuppoſe, you ſay it's more eaſie to prove 
this ; becauſe indeed nothing can be eaſier than to find a Man tripping, in 
ſo uncertain and looſe a thing as received Opinion; and nothing ſafer for 
the Accuſer, who can lie cover'd under the Protection of his own Con- 
| fidence. The Doctrines of the Church are fix d and certain, and eaſie to 
be known by any One that will but look into the Articles, Homilies, Common- 


are but in ſome ſort, or in ſome meaſure, binding; it's very hard, to have 
things put upon us as neceſſary, which we never Subſcribe to, and which 
/ nevengang.. x nt: 
But however, let us try your Specimen; and I doubt we ſhall find 5 
app d your ſelf to the Examination of the Book with a very great degree of 
Malice, and a very ſmall one of Attention. 75% 8 


I!he XXVIIIth Article is concerning the Lord's Supper : and you count up 
all you can find, to make a Myſtery in it; when, | muſt confeſs, I think it 
very plain and ſimple. All the Myſtery can be in it, is the Manner 
of the Conveyance of the Grace; and with that we have nothing to do. 
But the Communion- Service calls it a Myſtery. The Communion. Service ſays 
thus; /t is my Duty to Exbort you in the mean time, to conſider the Dignity of 
| nat Holy Myſtery, and the great peril of the unworthy Receiving thereof, We are 
ſaid here to receive the Myſtery, and to receive it too ſometimes wnworthily, = 

What can be meant by Ayſtery, but the Bread and Wine? I wonder 
pypou did not bring the other two places in the Communion Service; He hath 
 Inſtituted and ordained Holy Myſteries, as Pledges of bis Love — Who have 

duly received theſe Holy Myſteries — Then you might have proved 
ſomething like, that there were no leſs than Two Myſteries in the Holy Sacra- 
ment. We are made by it, in a Spiritual manner, to eat the Fleſh of wet on | 


yet neceſſary, 1 will fairly confeſs J am out in my Aſſertion, and the _ 


Praper- Book, and Canons: and ſince ſome of theſe, though Subſcrib'd to. 
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follow the Eating of Chriſt's Fleſh, 4 


All Chriſtians, who receive this Sacrament worthily, have, by their ſo 


drink bis Blood. So ſays the Biſhop, 9. 312.7] Since Eternal Life does alway 

nd Drinking his Blood, and cannot be had 
without it; then this muſt be mtant of an Internal and Spiritual Fee ing on him: 
and both before and after, for a Page of two together. The Spiritual 
Nouriſhmert, you ſay, we receive from it, is compar d to the Natural Recyuie 
our Bodies have from Bread and Wine, 80 ſays the Biſhop, L p. 315.] The 
Nouriſhment which the Types, the Brea i and Wine, give the Body, are anſwer'd 


in the Effects that the Thing ſignify'd by them has upon the Soul. You ſay 
again: Our Catechiſm rels us, That the Body and Blood of Chu are 
_ verily and indeed taken and received by the F atthful in the Lozd's: 
Supper. So does the Biſhop, L p. 312. J There is ſomewhat Emphatical in 


theſe words, My Fleſh is Meat indeed; ſence the word Indeed, is not »dded in vain, 
but ta give weight to the Expreſſion, And ¶ p.317. ] We aſſert a real Preſence of the 


Body and Blood of Chriſt, You go on; We are there told of an extraordinary 
* Spiritual Efficacy : There is an Jiwatrd Spiritual Gate; and that ro E 

of tie Sacramental Bread, and Drin of the Cup, is as the Means, whereby 
we receive the fame, and the Pledge to afſure us 


ek. So ſays 
the Biſhop, L p. 268, 269. ] A Sacrament is an Inſtitution of Chriſt, in which 


| ſome material thing is ſanttify'd by the Uſe of ſome Form of Words, in and by | 
which, Federal Acts of Religion do paſs on both Sides; on ours, by Stipulations, 


and Profeſſions, or Vows ;, and on God's, by his ſecret Aſſiſt ances. He calls 


them, three Lines after, Federal Acts, to which a Conveyance of Divine Grace 


i tied: and then, in applying this to the Lords Supper, L p. 270.] It it alſo 
the Communion of the Body and Blood of Chriſt, that is, the Conveyance of the 


Bleſſings of our Partnerſhip in the Effects of the Death of Chriſt. And Le, „%% 
„ 


ſhare in That which is repreſented by it, the Death of Chriſt, and the Expiation 


and other Benefits that follow it. After you have ſeen all this, 1 can' 
imagine what you'll ſay, for thus ſhamefully miſrepreſenting the Biſhop ; 


whoſe Expreſſions, thongh they mayn't reach Conſubſtantiation, or the 


Doctrines of ſome Churches, or ſome Figurative Expreſſions of the Fathers, 
yet they fully come up to what our Church ſays, I am very ſure, and, I be- 
 lieve, to far the major part of our Writers. The Body of Chriſt, ſays the 

Article, is given, taken, and eaten, in the Supper, only after an Heavenly and 

Spiritual manner: And if the Expoſition, for two Pages together, does not 

prove that, and in all the whole Explanation of the Sacrament ſay as much, 
1 have no Eyes. How can you then ſa", that when we come to the 

_ Expoſition we don't find it ſo? No Myſtery indeed we find: No more is 
there any in all this, and you have not told vs one bit where it lies, mor the 


Texts that prove it to be ſo, but only /ay *cis. I doubt not, a Man may 
have ſuch a Notion of thoſe Texts, and theſe Expreſſions, as are not a 


Myſtery, but next door to Nonſenſe : and when he has confounded himſelf 
dy making them intelligible to his own mind, and others by trying to explain 


them to them, he has nothing to do but to ſay it's a Ayſtery, and order us 
pen * . N to 


= ( 43 2 th 
to ſubmit our Underſtandings, when there's no nged at all of it; the Texts 
being plain, and the Doctrine intelligible, if we go the right way to work. 
As for thoſe words you bring out of pag. 314. they are ſpoken againſt 
Tranſubſt antiation and Conſubſtentiation, and in Juſtification of our Doctrine: 
and we muſt have expected ſomewhat more of it in the Scriptures, had there been any 
ſach thing. Tell us thole Expreſſions you {peak of in the Scriptures, and 
1 ſhall know what to ſay ; for I think, as yet, tis unfolded to every Body's 
Mind that will conſider, and in ſuch manner as to make it no Myſtery. 
You need not therefore have ſpent your next two Paragraphs. By the 
rſt, I can make any hard Text, that is not any where elſe explain d, a 
Myſtery, Ey the ſecond, I'll defend it as neceſſary to be believ*d. It requires 
nothing but Fancy, and Reſolution, What are to be believed ag J4yſteries, 
are, I think, all of them fully and plainly revealed in Scripture, as neceſlary 
to be believed ; though they are not explain'd, nor do I think can be, as 
our Underſtandings now are: and we are no farther engag'd to believe any 
thing of them, than as it is revealed. When a thing is revealed plainly to 
be, and I can't apprehend how it can be, nor is it reveal'd how; here I am 


to ſubmit my Underſtanding : but when a thing is not only reveal'd, but often © + 


ecxplain'd, and I can make a fair, intelligible, plain ſenſe both of the thing 
it ſelf, and all reveaPd about it, I cannot ſee any thing to ſubmit my Under- 
ſtanding to; except you would hive me ſet about making as many Myſteries as 
I can, where there's no need. If you'll ſhow me any thing reveal'd of the 
Lords Supper, which I cannot, without any ſtreſs to the words, fairly explain, 
and make intelligible, I will believe it a Ayſtery; till then, you and I 
Lou now give us the Biſ:op's Account of the Inſtitution : which is very 
true, and to the ſame purpoſe with that the Church gives over and over 
again. ?Tis as much as our Catechiſm ſays; and no more than our Communion 
Service three or four times, and particularly in the very Prayer of the Con- 
ſecrating of the Elements. Al this, you ſay, is very well, but this is far ſrom 
being all that our Church makes us to underſtand by this Inſtitution, Yes, ſure, 


here's a full Account of the Inſtitutin, though not of the Grace ſubſequent 


upon the Worthy Receiving according to it. A Man may Prophane this 
Inſtitution, or a Man may Receive according to the full Deſign of it; and 
| upon theſe follow the Benefits or Damages which the Biſhop ſpeaks of, in the 
page and half following the words you quote. When you ask therefore, 
hat becomes of the ſtrengthening and refreſhing of the Soul by the 
Bodp and Blood of Chaiſt ? Look afterwards upon the Benefits of 
Worthy Receiving, and there he ſays, The Nouriſhment which the Bread and 
Wine give the Body, are anſwerd in the Efficts that the Body and Blood of Chriſt 
 bave upon the Soul. Where is the Receiving the Body and Blood of Chriſt, as 
the inward part 02 thing ſignified by che Bread and Wine, over and above 
the Remembrance; All the whole 316th and 319th Pages are ſpent upon 
Explaining the Communion of the Body and Blood of Chriſt ; and his 
„ „ Conclußon 
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broken on the Croſs, © 


ments, you would have found He had no ſuch low Notions of a Sacrament, 
p. 268. J The other Extreme that we likewiſe avoid, is that, of ſinking the 


an Anniverſary, or Memorial. Feaſt. (You ſee, here's ſomething over and 


* with a particular Preſence in them, and a Bleſſing upon them; and Mort hily Re. 


(What have you to ſay for your ſelf?) but are actuated and animated by 


there is Bread and Wine for the Matter, The giving it to be eat and drunk, 
with the words that Our Saviour uſed in the Firſt Supper, are the Form, Do this 
in Remembrance of me, is the Inſtitution. Ye ſhew forth the Lord's Death, 


| Body and Blood of Chriſt, (what the Catechiſm calls Qerily and indeed 
taking and receiving the Body and Blood of Chatft ; and what the 
| Communion calls Spiritually eating the Fleſh of Chriſt, and drinking his Blood; 


C Church means by real Preſence, or all that is meant by theſe Expreſſions, is 
fully anſwer'd in) the Conveyance of the Bleſſings of our Partnerſhip in the 
Effect. of the Death of Chriſt, I cannot Comment upon theſe words; 

they are ſo expreſs againſt your Accuſation of the Biſhop, that I ſhall leave 
Men to their Eyes, and yon to your Conſcience. A Man's Reputation is a 
ſerious thing, and ſo is Truth; and you muſt, except you repent of theſe 
plain and open Neglects of them both, make, in the Great Day, a terrible 

ERecompence to them. And as for your own ſake, and the Honour, of the 

Goſpel of Truth, which you rake in your Mouth; ſo for my own ſake alſo, 1 
wiſh you had ſhewn more Reſpect to Truth, that there might not be that 


Diſadvantage in Oppoſing : For it's a ſort of a prejudice againſt me, that 
Jam forc'd to tell you, Youre in the Wrong, oftener than the moſt ill- 
 natur*d People are willing to think any One can be 


Ca ; 
Concluſion is, We aſſert à Real Preſence of the Body and Blood of Chriſt ; but 
not of his Body, as it is now glorified in Heaven, but of his Body as it wa; 


The Biſbop then no where oppoſes the Doctrine of the Church of England. 
He ſays as much as comes up fully to the Article, or the Catechiſm. The 
Catechiſm is expreſs indeed for Receiving the Body and Blood of Chriſt Spiritualy, 
and by Faith : and ſo is the Biſhop, in his Explanation of the Diſcourſe of 
Our Saviour's, and in this of the Communion of the Body and Blood of Chrifi. 
And if you would have pleas d to look back upon His Article of the Sacra. 


7 


Sacraments ſo low, as to be mere Rites or Ceremonies The Phraſe, 


Communion of the Body and Blood of Chaſff, i: «bove the nature of 


above the continual Remembꝛance.) This Opinion, we think, is very 
unſuitable to thoſe high Expreſſions: And we ao not doubt ( Pray obſerve, and 
bluſh ) but that Chrift who Inſtituted thoſe Sacraments, does ſtill accompany them 


ceiving, we do certainly Receive in them particular Largeſſes of the Favour and 
Bounty of God. They are not bare and naked Remembrances and Tokens 


a Divine Bleſſing that attends upon them. And p. 270. In the Lord's Supper 
till he come, is the Federal Act on our part. It ts alſo the Communion of the 


what the Article calls After 4 Heavenly and Spiritual Manner; what the 


8 Let 


=. 


(45) 


Let us now come to the Power of the K ET S, as to Binding, and Looſing, the 
Nature of Excommunication, and Abſolution, and ſee how the Biſhop has made it 


fall ſhort of its aue Efficacy ; and whether He advances Interpretations of Scripture, 


which do by no means come up to the Doctrine of the Church. Theſe Interpretations 


are to be met with under another Article. If He have prov'd this Article 


to be true, it is all the Church requires; though He have not done it by theſe. 
Texts, but by other Texts, and Sound Reaſon. It is very pleaſant, that 


we mult not only believe ſuch a thing, but believe it upon ſuch a particular 
Text. You make the Church humourſome, which will have its Doctrines 


not only prov'd, but prov'd in ſuch a Way, and by ſuch Texts. If the 
Biſhop have fully prov'd this Power, as ſtrongly as you can; what matters 
it, if He prove it not by a Text, which, to a Conſidering Man, may 
fairly be deny*d primarily to belong to it, and was never appropriated by 
the Church to it? But your Way is, never to take notice of what the 
Biſhop has ſaid, be it never ſo much in Defence of the Doctrine of the Church 


in its true Bounds : but if he rejects any thing, either as queſtionable, or 
trifling, which you have look'd upon as an Argument for it, you catch at 


that, as if 'twas the only thing the Doctrine depended upon. You have done 
this ſo often, and ſo home, as to give the Enemies of the Church a vaſt 
Advantage, in thinking its Doctrines are ſo lightly grounded: And if you 
think they are not ſa, you ſhould not abuſe the Biſhop, for paſſing by one 


Argument as not ſubſtantial, and ſure, and undoubted, when at the ſame 


time He proves the Doctrine by unanſwerable, and indiſputably true ones. 
But rather than the Biſhop ſhall not be ill handled, you'll do the Church a 
Miſchief : Which is like oppoſing the Rights and Privileges of the Epiſcopal 


ſt needs 
conclude, that the Compilers had Our Saviour®s Expreſſion before them. Well; 
ſuppoſe they had, and ſuppoſe 1 were ſure they had, might not I, for all 


Order, only in oppoſition to the Perſons Veſted with it 
Tou give us the XXXIIId Article, and then fay, From hence we n 


that, think that they had not a right Interpretation of the Text, as it ſtands 
in the Bible; though, as it is here, I could not deny it to be true; for words 


b | ſpoken upon one occaſion, may be applied to another. To put it in a Caſe 
that you cannot, I think, deny — The Article, you know, about Hell, was 
determin*d : His Spirit which he gave up,was with the Spirits which were detain'd in 


: _ Priſon, that is, in Hell, and preach*d to them, as the Place in St, Peter teſtifieth. 


This laſt Expreſſion determines the Interpretation of that Place of Scripture | 
do this ſenſe : But ſuppoſing the laſt words, «s the Place in St. Peter teſtifieth, 
were left out; and ſuppoſing my Opinion were, that Chriſt*s Soul was in 


| Hell, the Place of Torment, and preach'd to the Spirits there z-Might not 


I, notwithſtanding I ſaw the Church had its Eye upon this Text, honeſtly 
Subſcribe the Article, where I ſee, by Priſon, is meant no more than Hel, and 
yet think that the Text had a much properer, and more pertineit'Signifi- - 
cation? Or will you, who have Subſcrib'd to the General Doctrine of 


the Homilies, pretend to ſtand by the Interpretation of every Text in them. 
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s the moſt proper ? If you will not, you come under the Biſkop*s Ac. 


coſation, That you make the Compilers of them not realy underſtand them. 


This is the Anſwer I ſhould give you, ſuppoſing the Biſhop had ſuch Notions 


of that Text as you make Him, different from what you make the Article, 


by reaſon of a couple of words borrow?d from it: becauſe the Text may be 
very true (and ſo honeſtly Subſcrib'd to) though not truly interpreted, 
But, I muſt tel] you, you have miſ- repreſented the Biſhop, who has no ſuch 
low Notions of it, as to confine it to mere private Quarrels, but makes it an 
Argument, 4 minori, againſt publick Stubbornneſs and Offences. Before | 
begin, I muſt take notice of one thing, and that is, That you your ſelf 
have made the Article miſ- interpret the Text, and ſhown, that the Compiler, 
did not really underſtand it. You find fault with the Biſhop, for putting ſuch a 
Conſtruction upon the Words as implies, that the being 


ſhunn'd as a Heathen, and 
a Pullican, is not to be loob d upon as the Effect or Conſequence of Excommunica- 


tion, but antecedent thereto : whereas the Article makes it conſequent, Now 
if the Text makes it Antecedent, you will, I hope, ſuppoſe that the Com. 
pilers, though they had it before their Eye, yet did not defign this as the 


Senſe of it, leſt you ſhould be guilty of that great Crime of thinking he 
Compilers did not underſtand the Text, The Text is this; If he neglett to hear 
the Church, let him be as a Heathen Aan, and a Publican. Here, you ſee, his 


being accounted a Heathen Man, and a Publican, follows immediately upon his 


not hearing the Church. Now I ſuppoſe you will not ſay, that ng lecting to 


hear the Church, and being Excommunicated, is the ſame thing. Therefore, 
his being accounted a Heathen, and 4 Publican, is in the Text antecedent to 
 Excommunication, or at leaſt not conſequent, as it is in the Article. Then 
you give us the Biſhop's Words, and make this Comment upon him, That 
here's ſending them to Temporal Courts, And don't you know, that Excom- 
- munication in the Church would be nothing regarded, were it not for de- 
livering Men up to the Civil Power? And is it not the Way that the 
Church it ſelf takes to enforce its Excommunications ? though the Biſhop's 


Diſcourſe there is about Proſecutions on Private Offences. And I ſuppoſe | 


here's ſomewhat more meant by the Body or Aſſembly to which they are united. 


than « few Neighbours met in a Veſtry, or Common- Hall; becauſe the Puniſn- 


ment enſuing upon being Refractory, and not Hearing that Aſembly, is 
| Excommunication, and forfeiting That that's due to Chriſtians, This is a Puniſh- 
ment that you can't think the Biſhop will allow to be due, upon not hearing a 


few Neighbours: and if you are reſolved to have it ſo, that the Biſhop, upon 
ſuch an account as you have framed for Him, allows ſach terrible Puniſh- 
ments, you can never complain, ſure, of his not allowing ſufficient Power to 


the Church, when He allows ſo much to a few Private Men, as you ſtrangely 


imagine He does. There is ſome Notice then taken of Tell it to the Church,even 
ſo much as to have Excommunication follow upon being Refractory. But this 
Expoſition, you ſay, is ſet off with ſuch Aſſurance, 4s ſcarce to allow the Text 


10 be capable of any other Interpretation. The Biſbop's words are theſe ; Thi: 


Expoſition 


1 4 
E xpoſition does ſo fully agree to the Occaſion and Scope of the Words, that there: 
7 of Reaſon to carry them farther. This the Biſhop ſays, in Anſwering 
the Papiſts Texts they cite for Infallibility, one of which is this, Tell it to the 


Church; and if he refuſes to Hear the Church, let him be as a Heathen Man, % 


and a Publican : He ſays, this refers to Private Differences, which Our Saviour 
u ſpeaking of, and there's no colour of Reaſon to carry it farther ;, that is (as any 
Man that did not read things with a ſettled Reſolution of finding as many 
Faults as he could, would imagine) to no other Matters but ſuch as con- 
cern the Peace and Quiet of the Members of that Body, or Aſſembly : And 
therefore the Roman Catholicks have no colour of Reaſon to apply them to every 
thing that the Church Determines, ſo as to pronounce Men Heathens, and 
Public ans, that don't believe it. And if you had look d into pag. 367. you 
would have ſeen this; for there the Biſhop carries that Text ſo far (though 
not in Matters of Faith, yet in Matters of Publick Peace) as to make ſuch as 
deſpiſe the Obligations to that Peace, and Order, to be well look d on as Heatbens, and 

| Publicans, Though, ſays he, theſe words of Our Saviour, of Telling the 
Church, may perhaps not be ſo ſtriftly applicable to this Matter in their Primary 
Senſe, as Our Saviour firſt ſpake them; yet the Nature of Things, and the 
Parity of Reaſon, may well lead us to conclude, That though thoſe words did 
immediately relate to the Compoſing of Private Differences, and of 2 
le 


intraſt able Perſons to the Synagogues, yet they may be well extended to all thoſe 


 Publick Offences which are Injuries to the Whole Body; and may be now applied to 
the Chriſtian Church, and to the Paſtors and Guides of it, though they related to 
the Synagogue when they were firſt ſpo ken. „ be 
Thus then, you ſee, He has ſhown, that they may fairly becarry'd farther z 
though he had, in the Expoſition, before carry?d them ſo far, as to aſſert an 
E xtraordinary Power lodg*d in the Church, upon ſuch Extraordinary Occaſions; 
and, by Parity of Reaſon, prov'd a Necellity of Preſerving the Peace and 
Quiet of the Church on All. And there's no Reaſon at all to think that 
the Church any otherwiſe thought this Text belong d to it, than by ſuch a 
Parity: And if the Parity be prov'd, as it ealily may, the Text ſufficiently. 
belongs to it, and proves its Authority. And that Authority of Excom- 
munitating, the Biſhop proves to belong to the Church, by other expreſs 
Texts, in as high a Senſe as the Church any where Claims it, or can with 
Reaſon do ſo; and by Arguments naturally ariſing from the Conſtitutions. 
of all Societies whatſoever. Nor does the Connexion which you 
ſpeak of in the former Paragraph, and repeat in this, at all prove that 
this Text in its Primary Signification, or any otherwiſe than by Parity of Reaſon, 
Imports as much as you would have it. For we very well know that Our 


Saviour takes occaſion from any particular Matter of Fact, to give a general 


Charge to his Diſciples, ariſing naturally from that Matter of Fact; but not 

at all obliging us to give as general a Signification to the Occaſion, as to 
the Charge. So here, all before may relate to Private Differences, and the 

Power of the Jeuiſb Synagagaes in them; and this, Whatſoever ye ſhall bind, &c. 


. "I; 
2 i 
. 


may be a general Declaration of th Diſciples Authority in the Chriſtian 
Church, which naturally aroſe fron. what he had been talking about 
the Jewiſh. NEW... 8 
"What yon ſay next, is true, The Church has 4 Power of Remitting and 
Retaining Sins, certain Conditions: This is call'd, The Power of the Keys. 
The Nature of this Power, and how far the Apoſtles Commiſſion belongs 
to us, has been a Diſpute between the Church of Rome and Us; and amongſt 
equally good Church-men there are different Opinions, None, I think, will 
venture to claim the ſame Power with the Apoſtles, becauſe we cannot now 
pretend to the ſame Diſcerning of Spirits. By that Knowledge, they were 
always aſſur'd that their Determinations ſhould not claſh with any thing 
ratified in Heaven : but Ours, we muſt confeſs may, and doubtleſs often do. 
Whether we Excommunicate or Abſolve or no, whether we Bind or Looſe, 
or whatever we do, all is the ſame in Heaven. An innocent Perſon is there 
innocent, however here declared ; and a Sinner there, a Sinner, however 
here connived at, and ſuffer'd. All therefore that our Abſolutions can 
mean and reach to, is the preſent Comfort of true Repenters, and the 
Reſtoring them to the Privileges of the Society, if they have been Excom- 
municated; as our Excommunications ſerve only to the Preſervation of the 
Society, the Shaming of Sinners, and by that bringing them to Repentance. 
For none can know, in many Caſes, whether they be ratify'd in Heaven, 
but the Perſon on whom they fall; and therefore they are to be warily 
us' d, not always indeed, but never indeed inſulted, and abus'd. All this 
depends upon the Nature of a Society; and, ſuppoſing Chriſt had, in al! 
his Commiſſions, given only an Authority to his Apoſtles to ſettle Laws in 
his Church, is included therein: becauſe Penalties, and the Relaxation of 
them, muſt belong to the Governours of every Society: And where the 
Laws are Spiritual, the Enforcements of them are ſo too properly ; though, 
to make them regarded, the Civil Power is, neceſlarily almoſt, calld in. 
we: This Doctrine then may be founded upon Texts of Scripture, where tis not 
. |: FRY expreſs'd, but only by Conſequence implied: And He that gives ſuch an 
mY Interpretation of thoſe Texts as neceſſarily ſuppoſes that Conſequence, does 
dy no means deſtroy or weaken the Proofs the Church has of its Doctrine; 
158 but yo# rather, who imply as if they were all the Texts it has to prove it by. 
\ The Commiſſion doubtleſs was ſuch as was in 4 manner confin?d to the Apoſtles ; 
1 for you your ſelf cannot deny, that in a manner only it is applicable to us, 
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vi. So far as we att according to thoſe Laws and Conditions that Our Saviour, 
or His Apoſtles, by Virtue of His Commiſſion, Enacted and Settled. If we 
Act under ſuch due Limitations, we Bind, and Looſe; but tis only in ſuch 
ttzmings as would have been equally Bound and Looſed in Heaven, without 
our Declaration: If we Act contrary to them, Things remain as they were 

ip there, notwithſtanding our Acting. Why therefore we ſhould be fond of 
'F forcing a Text to prove a needleſs thing (in all Caſes but thoſe I mention d 
before, which are prov'd by the Nature of the Society, and the Orders, "i 
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practice of the Apoſtles) I can't imagine. If this 


upon this Commiſſion, give Laws to the Church for all thoſe Purpoſes, which 


you bring this Text to maintain; I can't tell what you can deſire more. 


And this He does, as you may ſee in theſe words of this Explanation of 


that Text, He Authoriz?d them to give other Laws to the Chriſtian Church : -' 


And in the XXXIIId Article He ſhows where they have given ſuch Laws, 
and the neceſſary Reaſon they are founded uon. 
The ſenſe He gives then of theſe words is clear, ſo that any One may 

underſtand it, and ſuch an one, as, joined with the Apoſtles Practice, 


5 and Orders, continues doum the Power of Binding and Looſing to us, in as high 


a degree as the Church lays Claim to. Though, if it did not, I think 
every Man's at liberty to interpret a Text as he ſees moſt reaſon, when it is 


no where determined by the Church, though it have been all along brought to 
prove the Doctrine of the Church, which he allows upon other good Reaſons, 
but does not think depends upon that Text. This were juſtifiable, were it 


the Biſhop's Caſe; but, I preſume, this is not ſo. For, Diſpenſing the Goſpel, and 


giving Laws to the Chriſtian Church, (which you fairly leave out in this para- 
graph) will amount to as much as what you bring this Text to confirm, 
when back'd with the Apoſtles Practice upon this Commiſſion, and St. Paus 
Command to Timothy and Titus, &c. You bring this Text upon the Level 
with that in St. Foby, Whether it be ſo or no, or whether that be not, in a 
manner, confin'd to the Apoſtles, or whether that ſignifie any more than the 
 Biſbop has made this, are Queſtions that you have no where ſatisfy C06. 
Tui, Text, of Retaining Sins, &c. you ſay, bas been always underſtood to 
extend to a Relaxation of Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures. If you'll yield the Text, and 
compound for the Thing, Pl] promiſe you the Brſhop ſhall allow ſuch a Power 
in the Church: becauſe He allows the Power of Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures to be not 
only Lamful, but Neceſſary,upon ſeveral Conſiderations : And the ſame Power that 
can Lay on, to be ſure, can Take off. Nay, ſuppoſing this Text to be the 


ſame with that of Bizding and Looſing, He will allow it from this Text. 
For though you ſay, that this Relaxation comes to ſomewhat more than Intro- 


ducing New Laws under the Goſpel Diſpenſation, in the room of thoſe Diſſoloꝰ ; 
| know not how youll prove it: becauſe the Power of Laying on Puniſh. _ 
ments, and the Relaxation of them, is a Neceſſary Conſequent of a Society ; 
and whoever have Power given them to Make Laws, for the Regulation of 
any Society, have Power thereby to Cenſure and Abſolve, to Bind and Looſe, 
to Retain and Remit. But this is not the main of the Accuſation : The Church 


of England ir ſelf has carry d this Text fartber, in the Form of Ordination. 


Lou give us thereupon the Words our Church uſes, and they are the very —_ 
words of Scripture, without any Commeat upon them, or Senſe given f 
them. We muſt therefore ſuppoſe the Senſe of the Church, in them, to be 


ſuch as is conſiſtent with the Power is allows to Thoſe to whom they are 


_ ſpoken -; 
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Text be, by the Bit, I 
made to extend to giving Laws to the Chriſtian Church, and He Himſelf 
prove, by the Practice, and Expreſs Orders of the Apoſtles, that they did, 
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any where claims from the Text of Retaining and Remitting, 3. That both 


1 5 ; : ; & . | 50 5 | ; 
ſpoken ; and gather its meaning, from the Power it gives by Them to every 


ſingle Presbyter. Theſe words are pronounced to every ſuch : The Power 


the Church thinks given by Them, is given to every ſuch. If therefore the 


Church, by the Form of Ordination, has carry'd the Words to ſignifie and 


confer a Power of Cenſuring, and Relaxing (and that is the leaſt you 
make of them) then the Church, by the Form of Ordination, confers a Power 


of Cenſuring, and Relaxing, on every ſingle Presbyter. This, you know, 


it does not, but only a Power of Declaring what the Governours of the 


Church Order. And might not I, from hence, with much more Reaſon 


than you, argue, That the Church did not think this Text the Support of 


its Authority, but other Texts, and ſolid Reaſons ; fince it no where ap- 
plies it to it ſelf, but to thoſe only to whom it allows no ſuch Authority as 
you plead for from this Text. However, Pll promiſe to give the ſame 
Extent to the latter part of it, that you will to the former, Receive ye the 
Holy Ghoſt : and they muſt go together, one being the foundation of the 


5 


You bring this Quotation out of the Ordination Form, to prove, that the 


Church dowt mean only, Preaching the Word, by that Text. I don't know who 


ſays it does. There's ſome difference, ſure, between Diſpenſing the Goſpel, 


Diſſoving the Obligation of the Moſaical Law, and giving other Laws to the 

_ Chriſtian Church, and bare Preaching the Word, which every ſingle Presbyter 
has Authority given him to do, and ſomething more. Tis the former of 
theſe, which the Biſhop ſays is the ſenſe of Binding, and Looſing; and con- 
| ſequently, if they ſignifie the ſame, of Retaining, and Remitting. Indeed, 


the two laſt parts of that Authority belong not to us, but were confined 


to the Apoſtles; but we may, from that Power committed unto them, 


claim a Power to ACt according tothe Orders and Laws the Apoſtles ſettled 


in the Church, in purſuance of the Commiſſion given them in thoſe Texts, 
which immediately belong'd, and were, in a manner, confin'd to them: and 
it is upon thoſe Laws, and Orders, that the Biſbop, in the XXXIIId Articie, 
founds our Power. Your whole Argument upon this Matter runs thus —— 
The Text of Retaining and Remitting Sins, is of the ſame import with that 
of Binding and Looſing. Now the Text of Retaining and Remitting Sins, has 
been all along ſuppogd, and is, by the Church of England, made to ſignifie 
more than Preaching the Word: And conſequently the Biſhop, when He 
gives ſuch a Senſe of Binding and Looſing, as was, in a manner, confin'd to 
the Apoſtles, and gives ws no Power but that of Preaching the Word, gives 
ſuch a ſenſe of Binaing and Looſing, as is inconſiſtent with that which the 


Church gives of Retaining and Remitting. I think this is the full force of your 


Argument: And to this 1 Anſwer, 1. That the Church no where ſuppoſes | 


they are the ſame; and your Proofs that they are, may be very well doubted. 
2. That ſuppoſing they are, the Biſhop's Senſe of Binding and Loofing, join d 
with the Practice of the Apoſtles, gives the Church a greater Power than it 


theſe 


theſe Texts were, in a manner, confin'd to the Apoſtles ; and all we can 
pretend for applying them to us, is our acting according to the Laws ſettled 


by Them, upon the Commiſſion given Them in theſe Texts. And, 4. That 


the Church no where applies any of them to Her Self, but to ſingle Presbyters ; 


and Her Power is ſufficiently proved by other undeniable Arguments, if 


any One ſhould be ſo bold as to ſay theſe prove it not. And, 5. That the 


Church only uſes the bare Words of Scripture, and puts no Interpretation 


upon them; and we are at as much liberty in our putting what we think the 
| beſt upon them, as we were when they ſtood in the Bible. And, 6. That 
your Argument, That they ſignifie more than Preaching the Word, is no 


good One: becauſe, make the beſt of it you can, there will be ſomewhat 


like an Authority of Preaching given in the firſt Commiſſion to the Prieſt to be 
Ordained, though tis more Expreſs in the ſecond. You may take which of 
theſe Anſwers you pleaſe z but all together, Pm ſure, they over and above 


prove againſt you. 


Io your Two Paragraphs following, I ſhall only ſay, It is Truth, and not 


Authority, we are to yield to. Therefore, I don't concern my ſelf to look 


whether you repreſent theſe Great Men rightly or no, becauſe tis not to 
the Purpoſe. Dr. Hammond never loſt the Reputation of a Church-man, 
for fetching his Annotations from as Unorthodox a Stranger as any you men- 
tion: And no Man ought any more ſcruple taking Truth out of the worſt 


Author, than yield to Falſhood ont of the be. 


Lou find fault with His Lordſhp, in the next Paragraph, for paſſing by | 
_ other Enemies of the Church, and fixing his Eye ſo much upon the Papiſts, «s, in 
4 great meaſure, to Over-look the Others. His Lordſhip has kept his Eye upon 
the Papiſis only where He ſhould, in the Articles that were made againſt | 
them: and, if He had not done it there, He had not done the Articles Juſtice, 
which lie under the ſame Imputation, of having kepr their Eye upon the ſame 
Men. There was a great deal ſaid againſt them, in the late Reign: but the 


| Biſhop was not to take notice of that, but to collect out of thoſe Books the 


Arguments againſt thoſe Enemies, and reduce them under the Articles, that 


they might be ready at hand for young Students in Divinity, againſt the 


_ Attempts of thoſe reſtleſs Men, who are very Numerous, and notwithſtand- * 
ing all thoſe Writings, and the late A C T againſt them, very Bold and 
Induſtrious. By your Argument, His Lordſhip need not have meddled with 
our other Adverſaries, after the many admirable Tratts againſt them, in a late 


Reign, which are in more hands than thoſe againſt the Papiſts : and thence 


bur young Students might fetch Arguments, if the Biſhop had none, which He 
has. He acknowledges Himſelf 20 be rather 4 Collector, than a Writer, 


and a young Student may provide himſelf with Arguments, out of Him, in 


the Articles made againſt thoſe. other Adverſaries you ſpeak of. I think, 


there are few of thoſe Articlesz and to have run away from the Buſineſs, 


to Encounter them, would have made Him Ridiculous. We have ſeen Men 


Indeed ſo hot upon a Notion, and ſo angry at a Man or two, as to ”_ 
oe oe | "hops 


„ 


kept their Eyes unluckily upon them, and to have left their Texts to ſhift for 
themſelves. But this is not the prudent, or honeſt Part. The Biſhop 
ſpeaks out, where-ever the Articles do, oppoſes all that they oppoſe, 
Anſwers the Objections againit them, never has once made them ſpeak againſt 
themſelves, or the received Dottrines of the Church, nor to the advantage of the 
Diſſenters, nor of Conſtitutions oppoſite to our own, except not Damning them, 
as the Articles do not, be ſpeaking to their Advantage : And this, I hope, 
I have ſhown before, in Anſwering thoſe ſtrain'd Particulars you brought 
to prove theſe things againſt His Lordſhip. He has manag'd them with 
Temper, and I wiſh you had learn'd it of Him: He has not Vilify*d any One, 
nor Condemn'd any, but what the Articles do; but He has not over-done 
this, ſo as to be indifferent, or unjuſt to our Conſtitution, and His own 
Order, having given them all the Artic es empower Him to do, not thinking 
it proper to an Expoſition of the Articles to run upon Additions, which will 
not be in the leaſt ſerviceable to an Explanation of them, which they do 
not give the leaſt hint of, which the Compilers of them, it's likely, never 
thought of, or, if they did, thought not to make them Terms of Communion, 
cc 3j FR Rng 
lh have already given an Anſwer to all your Particulars; but becauſe you 
re- capitulate, I muſt do ſo too. The Text in St. John is only a Various Lection, 
and the Socinian don't want it granted not to be Genuine, becauſe he'll never 
be convinc'd by what he ſuſpects is not. What the Piſbop ſays of the Atha- 
naſian Creed, relates only to its Confirmation by Councils, not to its Truth; 
and 'tis that the Socinian diſputes againſt, and cares not how old you make 
it, ſo it be not in the Scriptures. However, be he gratify'd or no by it, 
both that Text is not in thoſe Manuſcripts, and this Creed never was Con- 
firm'd by a General Council: And if you will have the Truth defended by a 
Le, you muſt get ſome Body elſe to do it. The Diſtinction of In the Lam, 
and By the Law, muſt be neceſſarily made in the Article; and the Article 
cannot, by all the Art in the World, be made to ſignifie any more than By. 
But the Dei## is not a whit gratify'd hereby, for he denies Salvation ? 
| Chriſt, in all places. Under the XIXth Article, No Lay-man, or Mechanic 
ul |! is allow qualify'd to Baptize, or Preach, but only ſuch as act according to 
1378 the Rule which the Body of the Paſtors or Biſhops of a Church have Settled, being 
TTL Met in a Body, under due Reſpect to the Powers which God has ſet over them : as 
vou may ſee, comparing the XIXth with the XXXIIId. in which the Presa) - 
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_ 118 terians and Independents have not the leaſt Courteſy ſhown them, except they be 
FF ſuch Perſons; and ſo Met, as he ſpeaks of in that Definition of Lawfu! Au- 
1 fttzßbority. The Anabaptiſts have nothing allow'd them in the XXVIIth. but 
i: what the Nature of the Diſpute mult force from us: and if they reckon their 
| 7 Point gain d, as you kindly inſinuate for them, upon ſuch Allowance ; I believe, 


upon what follows in the Biſhop, they'll find as much reaſon to change their 
Note, as can be. The XXVIIIth Article brings the Doctrine of the Sacra. 
ment to plain Truth, and Senſe: and if it does ſo, and makes no — 
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the Quakers do now, and the Article remains ſtill in force; then the Article 


7-44 ) "= 


ol it, Lam oblig'd to think it right, becauſe we are to make no Myſteries "3 ⁵ 


but where we are forc'd. And then for the Quakers, all His Lordſhip ſays, 
is, The Texts ſeem to be expreſs, and great Reg erd is to be had to a Scruple 
ſo founded : but He proves the Lawfulneſs of Oaths, notwithſtanding that 
ſeeming Expreſneſs, for two Pages together; and in the laſt but one in 
the Expoſition, Anſwers thoſe two Texts juſt as fully as you do. I don't 
take notice of your Critical Remark, of the Quakers not being then known : 

For if the Article was made againſt-the Anabaptiſts, who then did the ſame 


is now againſt the Quakers, who do the ſame now, that the Anabapriſts did 
then. Indeed, the Biſhop names neither of them, but talks only of the 
ne ee 
And now to Anſwer your Reaſonable Reque t: One that has * fit to 
| Reply to your Sheets, and take upon him a Trouble far below the Biſhop, will 
give you 4s many Paſſages againſt the Enemies of the Church, beſides the Papiſts, 
4s you haue pretended to bring in favour of them, Though, 1. I muſt ſay, I have 
already done it, by ſhowing, That none of the Paſſages you bring, are in 
their favour, And, 2dly, I might do it, by ſaying, That the Biſhop has given 
the right Senſe of the Articles, and ſome of them are penn d in oppoſition to thoſe 
Adverſaries. He has given the Arguments on which + they are founded; 


and therefore all thoſe Arguments may fairly be ſaid to be meant in favour TE 


ef the Church of England by Law Eſtabli[?d, in oppoſition to thoſe Adverſaries. 
But I will not put you off ſo, but give you expreſs Paſſages againſt thoſe 

very Enemies, you ſay, he has favour'd. 1. then, Againſt the Sociniant, 

There are Five Arguments to prove that Jeſus Chriſt is God, the True God, 


from pag. 44, to 51. ſome of which you muſt allow to be ſound, and 


unanſwerable. For the Satisfaction, pag. 53. It is not poſſible for us to preſerve 
any Reverence for the New Teſtament, or the Writers of it, ſo far as to think them 
Honeſt Men, not to ſay, Urvintly Inſpir'd, if we can imagine, that in ſo Sacred, 
and Important a Matter, they could exceed ſo much, as to repreſent That to be 
our Sacrifice, which is not truly ſo : and then, quoting the Paſſages, He ſays, 
In theſe, and a great many more Paſſages, it*s as plain as words can make any thing, 
That the Death of Chriſt is propoſed to us as our Sacrifice, and Reconciliation, our 
Atonement, and Redemption : and ſo on, till He ſays, Ie has indeed removd 
Adam's Sin, but it has done a great deal more beſides, &c. And, pag. 68. The 
 Aaverſaries of the Trinity will have the Spirit, or Holy Spirit, to ſignifie no Perſon, 
but only the Divine Giſts, and Oper ations : But in oppoſition to this, it is plain, &c. 
to the end of the Paragraph, where He ſays, The Holy Spirit is propoſd to us 
4 a Perſon under whoſe Oecouomy are all the various Gifts, Adminiſtrations, and 
Operations that are in the Church: and at the end of that Article, He is ſaid 
do be Goa, by plain and clear Proofs. For the Athanaſian Creed, He ſays, It 
Imports no more than the Belief of the Doctrine of the Trinity, which has been 
| «ready proved. In the Article of Original Sin, He Anſwers them for ſome 
Pages together, too long to tranſcribe. Good God ! Whither are _— 


e 


* g * 
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and Honeſty fled ? That ever any Man, who has in ſo many plates, and ſo 
fully ſaid ſuch things as theſe, and many more, ſhould be accus'd of favour. 
ing the Socinians, becauſe of a Text, which, he ſays, is not in ſuch or ſuch 
Manuſcripts !] If the beſt Book in the World were to be handled at this rate, 
what would become of our Religion? Nay, what is become of it alread 
when the very Mark of it, Charity, is ſo ſadly diſregarded ? But, 2. Apainſt 
the Deiſts, The whole Proof of the Truth of the Holy Scriptures, from 
| pag. 59. to pag.64- and He concludes thus that of Cbriſt's Reſurrection; 
© When all this is laid together, it is the moſt unreaſonable thing imaginable, to think 
there was an Impoſture in this Matter, when no Colour, or Shadow of it, ever 
appear d, and when all the Circumſtances, and not only Probabilities, but even 
Moral Poſſibilities, are ſo full ta the contrary : and pag. 88. and before, He 
gives an Account of the Inſpiration of thoſe Sacred Writings, 
But perhaps you don't count theſe Paſſages to be meant in favour of the 
Church of England, as by Law Eftabhiſd, but merely of the Chriſtian Doctrine. 
But I would have you remember, that you expreſsly accuſe Him of being 
Courteous to theſe ; that you count theſe Perſons, where they have nothing 
to do, as we ſhall ſee by and by, among the Enemies that divide the Church 
And therefore you muſt give me leave to number them where they have 
ſomewhat to do, the Articles being Part of our Legal Eſtabliſhment. If you 
mean Eſtabliſh" by Law, as oppos'd to thoſe we commonly call Diſſenters, we 
muſt not look for much againſt them in the Articles. There's but one againſt 
the Anabaptiſts, and but one or two that look againſt the Presbyterians, and 
| Independents, and as many againſt the Quakers. The reſt concern the com- 
mon Doctrines of pure Chriſtianity, and our Differences with the Papiſi, 
and therefore they could not chuſe but have moſt ſaid againſt them. How- 
ever, againſt all Diſſenters in general, pag. 194. is ſaid, after a great deal to 
the ſame purpoſe ; We who are under thoſe Obligations to Unity, and Charity, 
with all Chriſtians, ought to maintain the Unity of the Body, and the Decency, 


and Order, that is neceſſary for Peace, and mutual Edification, And juſt after; 


Tf either Church or State have Power to make Rules, and Laws, in ſuch Mat- 
ters, they muſt have this Extent given them, That till they break in upon the Laws 
of God, and the Goſpel, we muſt be bound to Obey them, A Mean cannot be put 
here : Either they have no Power at all, or they have a Power that muſt go to ever 
thing that is not forbid by any Law of God, And juſt after; The only Queſtion = 

in Point of Obedience, muſt be, Lamful, or Unlawful, For Expedient, and 
| Inexpedient, ought never to be brought into Queſtion, as to the Point of Obedience ; 
ſince no Inexpediency whatſoever can balance the Breaking of Order, and the 
Diſſolving the Peace of Society: and ſo on. And in the XXXIVth Article, 
from one end almoſt to t*other ; A Schiſm that is occaſionꝰd by any Church's 
impoſing Unlawful Terms of Communion, lies at their door whu impoſe them, and 
wholly theirs, But without ſuch a Neceſſity, it is certainly, both in its own Na- 
ture, and its Conſequences, one of the greateſt of Sins, to create needleſs Diſturbances 
in a Church, and to give Occaſion to all that Alienation of Mind, all 825 Raſh 
e e CTenſures, 
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Cenſures, and Unjuſt Fudgments, that do ariſe from: ſuch Diviſions. This - \\|| 
ceives 4 very great Aggravation, if the Civil Authority bas'toncurr d, by a La || 


to enjoin the Obſervance of ſuch Indifferent Things, Can any thing be more 
Expreſs than this, when ſaid by One who thinks all Things enjoin'd in the 
Church of England Lawful, and that while He's Interpreting an Article of 
that very Church? There's a great deal more of the ſame in that place, 
which I ſhould be a weary to write, and you aſham'd to read, _ 
- Againſt thoſe that Diſſent upon the Caſe of mix d Communion, and want of 
Diſcipline, beſides what is ſaid in other Articles generally, He ſays, p. 368. 
If the Execution of Church- Authority ſhould happen to fall into great Diſorders, ſo 
that many Scandalons Perſons are not Cenſured, and a Promiſcuous Multitade is 
ſuffer*d to break in upon the moſt Sacred Performances; this cannot juſtifie private 
Perſons, who, upon that, withdraw from the Communion of the Church, All Order- 
and Government are deſtroy' d, if private Perſons take upon them to Fudge and © 
Cenſure others, or to Separate from any Body, becauſe there are Abuſes in the Uſe 
mr GT A Lone „ 
Againſt thoſe looſe Sectar ies, who look upon any Mechanick,, or Lay-man, 
as well Qualify'd to Baptize, or Preach, as thoſe that are call'd Prieſts and 
| Deacons, He ſays, pag. 256. Theſe Rules given to Timothy and Titus, do 
plainly import, that there was to be an Authority in the Church, and that no Man 
was to aſſume that Authority to himſelf, &c. And after having ſhown, that 
the Apoſtles ſettled Orders in the Church, not ſo much for their own Times, 
41 for thoſe that come after, He ſays, The Argument for this, from the ſtanding 
Rules of Order, and Decency, of the Authority in which the Holy Things ought to 
be maintained, and the Care that muſt be taken to repreſs Vanity and Inſolence, 
| and all the Extravagaucies of light and ungovern d Fancies, is very clear. For 
if every Man may aſſume Authority to Preach, and perform Holy Fundt ions, its 
certain, Religion muſt fall under contempt. And at laſt ; If once the Publick Or- 
ders, and the National Conſtitation ( Obſerve you) of 4 Church is diſſolv d, 
the Strength and Power, as well as the Order and Beauty of all Religion, will ſoon 
go after it: For, bumantly ſpeaking, they cannot ſubſiſt without it. Can you 
pour ſelf find out Expreſſions more home, and earneſt ? Can any One 
| ſpeak more to the Purpoſe than this? I beg your Pardon for the Incivility, 
but I can't help deſiring the Reader to compare theſe Expreſſions with one 
or two of yours; pag. 56. His Lordſhip ſeems to ſet himſelf between the Church 
of England and the Diſſenters, in the way of Moderator: No One can charge 
Him with Partiality ; He manages the Whole in ſuch ſort, with reſpect to the 
Church, as, according to the uſual Phraſes, may be ſaid to be without Favour 
or Affection. Pag. 57. All ſort of looſe Sectaries, who have no regard to Di- 
wine Commiſſion, but look upon any Lay-man, or Mechanick, as well Q:alifyd to 
| Baptize, or Preach, as Thoſe that are call d Prieſts, and Deacons, have ſufficient 
Encouragement to truſt to the Word Preach'd, and the Sacraments Adminiſtred in 
their Way. And, pag. 22. If Men are Baptix d, it matters very little by whom 
it be done, ſo the Eſſentials of Water, &c. be retain d. And ſo, for Preaching ;. 
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Divine ones, and interpret the Places which are more general and doubtful, 
by thoſe which are more determinate and particular, we ſhall ſoon 
clear His Lordſhip of your Charge: and if we will not, we are very Unjuſt, 
and deny thoſe Grains of Allowance to a Humane Compoſure, without 
"which even the Divine Oracles may be wreſted to any Senſe, or none at all, 
as we pleaſe. Had you read His Lordſhip with the ſame Spirit that you 
adviſe your Hearers to read the Scriptures, we had not been troubled 
with ſuch groundleſs Charges of Him: If you did not ſo read bim, neither 
do you ſo read the Scriptures as you adviſe your Hearers. They would 
have taught you another Temper, and Carriage, to a Man, a Chriſtian, 
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„ Alu 1 ſhall beg of you, in Return to this tedious Digreſſion, is, If ou 

7 think fit to Reply to theſe Sheets, to make your Expoſition of the Article 

f agree with the Deſign and Meaning of them, the received Doftrine of the 


Church of England, the Honour of the Reformation, and with common Senſe, 

and Truth. If you cannot; How much more juſtly will you fall under the 
Cenſure of the Convocation, than you can pretend to have had their Appro- 
dation? The Article, then, according to you, are theſe, 
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ART, VI. Whoever ſays, that the Tes in John Epiſtle, c. J. 7. | 


* i not in the Manuſcript at Zurich, or in thoſe two at Baſil, or at Strazburg, | 
oy and thinks, though there are conſiderable things urged 1 irs Authority, jene 
ſe- that it is ſafer to build upon ſure and indiſputable Grounds \, favours rhe Socinians, = | 
Þ- 2 not believe the Canonical Scriptures, and cannot honeſtly Subſcribe to | | 
AXT. VIII. The Creed cal'd the Nicene Creed was made by the Council {i} 

| of Nice ; and that calPd the Athanaſian, by Athanaſius ; and mas heard of : | 

before the Eighth Century, and was Confirm'd by a General Council {1 
AXT. IX. to the XIX. Theſe Articles are neceſſary to be believed by every || 


One who has 4 Federal Right in the Covenant of Grace, for they contain not || 
Dofrinal, but Fundament al Points „ and therefore they are accurſed ( as the [| 
Nvllich ſays, which is only the Summ of theſe ) who bold not all contain d in 1 


them: particularly, . „ . 1 

ART, XVIII. They are to be accurſed, who ſay, that any Man can be ſaved li li 

elf: in the Law or Selt that he profeſſeth, ſc that he be diligent to frame his Life ac. 

. cording to that Lam, and the Light of Nature, For Holy Scripture doth |! 

5. ſet ſorth to , That Men cannot be Saved, but in the Outward Profeſſion of tbe 

1115 ART. XIX. The Viſible Church of Chrift, is a Congregation of Faithful ' 

to, Men, in which the pure Word of God is Preachd, and the Sacraments duely {il 
2 | Aamuniſt red  accor ding to the Ordinance of C hriſt, in all things requiſite to a 
Fe regular Adminiſtration of the ſame,  « 
the ART. XXIII. Ii is not lamſul for any Man to taks upon him the Office 


of Publick Preaching, or Miniſtring the Sacraments in the Congregation, wn! 
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be be Lamſuly Called, and ſent to execute the ſame. And thoſe we ought to judge 
Lamfully Called and Sent, and only Thoſe, who: are ſent by Biſhops, and, what. 

Joe ver National C onftieution they live under, haue Epiſcopal Ordination. For none 

but They have Power to fend Labourers imo the Lord's Vineyard: And therefore 

ll thoſe Preachers in Foreign Churches not ſo Ordained, have no Lawful Call, are 
no Lawful Preachers. C | „ 

AXT. XXVII. The Baptiſm of young Children is neceſſarily to be ret ained 

in tbe Church, for that it ice preſoly commanded in the Inſtitution of Chriſt, 

ART. XXXIII. That Perſon, which, by open Denunciation of the Church, 
ts rightly cut off from the Unity of the Church, and Excommunicate, ought to h. 

talen by the whole Multitude of the Faithful a: a Heathen, and a Publican ; as i; 
proved by the Text in St. Matthew, chap. xviii. 17. where the being loo d upon 
as a Heathen, and a Public an, is conſequent to his Excommunication” 

ART. XXXIX. There is no reſpect to be had to the Scruple of thoſe, who 
think an Oath to be Unlawful. For in thoſe Texts, Mat. 5. 34. and Jam. 3. 12. 

there is not ſo much as a ſeeming Expreſmeſs in their favour, - 


I I might add that of Hell, and that of the Ayſtery in the Sacrament ;. but 
they are not ſo notorious as theſe: ſome of which are not true; and the 
others, if true, not of ſuch Importance as to be made Terms of Communion. 
| You cannot deny, either that theſe are your Articles, or that you have unjuſtly 
 andfalſly Abus'd the Biſhop. For, give me leave to ask you afew Queſtions — 
Don't you ſay, this is the meaning of thoſe Articles? Don't you ſuppoſe 
that every One muſt Subſcribe them in this Senſe ? For, Is not this the Senſe 
which is, you ſay, collected from other Authentical Explanations of the 
Church's Mind? And are not Men to take their Meaſures, in Subſcribing 
to the Articles, and be Directed therein by them? Don't you find fault 
with the Biſbop for not interpreting them in this Senſe, as going contrary 
to their Meaning? And is the Biſhop in any fault, if He interpret them in 
ſuch a Senſe as any One may Subſcribe them in? And can any One Subſcribe 
them in a Senſe contrary to their Meaning? And is not the Meaning of the 
Article, which every One muſt Subſcribe them in, the Article it ſelf, the 
. Term of Communion? And are not theſe that you have propos'd as the 
_ Meaning of the Articles, very hard things to be made ſuch Terms? I don't 
Tee how you can get off of this: And if you can't, I don't ſee how you can 
get rid of your Account of the Moderation of the Church of England, which is 
Atterly inconſiſtent with it. I will ſay no more, but leave you to your 


own Thoughts, and proceed to the Third Head, ( viz.) 

| That there are ſome Things in the ſaid Book, which ſeem to be of dangerous 
Conſequence to the Church of England as by Law Eſtabliſtd, and to derogate 
From the Honour of the Reformation. "= 
it cant but be of ill Conſequence, you ſay, that any private Perſon ſhall, at 
| Pleaſure, take the liberty of putting what Senſe he pleaſes upon the Publick Acts of 


LE OOF rt: 
the Church. No Man can put what Senſe he pleaſes upon them, becauſe 


the Words will determine him to ſome. Senſe ; but a private Perſon may, 
nay; every One that Subſcribes, does, and cannot but, put that Senſe, 
which he thinks the trueſt, on them. And what is allow'd to All that 
Subſcribe, who don't All do it in the ſame Senſe, can't be deny'd the 
Biſhop, who would teach them to underſtand the Articles, and he able to 


ſubſcribe them in a right Senſe, form'd upon good Conſiderations. Rogers 
ventur'd upon it: His Book had its Uſe and Cour ſe, and ſtood long without 

Cenſure, notwithſt anding his Partiality to one Si e. Are not the Oracles of God 
more Sacred Things, than the Articles of our Church? And yet what are al 


Paraphraſes, Notes, and Commentaries, but Expoſitions of the Word of God! 


Suppoſe any part of 4 Paraphraſe, or Commentary, ſhould be found to be wrong; 
Do Men clamour upon that, and think the Word of God is corrupted? Is not the 
' Apoſtles Creed one of the moſt important Parts both of our Worſhip, and one of 
our Articles? but was it ever thought a Preſumption, to write an Expoſition of 
that Common Symbol of Chriſtians ? Articles, to which every One who Serves in 
the Church muſt Subſcribe willingly, and from their Heart, profeſſing that they 
believe them to be agreeable to the Word of God, ought to be well underſtood by 
rhoſe, who profeſs their unfeigned Aſent to them. Theſe are the Biſhop's words. 
Ibis will ſerve for an Anſwer to your next Paragragh: adding this,; 
That this Book was written »por the Authority of a Sovereign, and 4 Superiour-;, 
was communicated to many Eminent Per ſons; was ſtrictly examiwd by them, and 
candidly cenſur'd, And, I doubt not, notwithſtanding what you ſay, the. 


Biſhops, who felt the ill Conſequences of "Subſcribers Ignorance in the Ar- 
_ ticles, and thought themſelves therefore oblig'd to Examine their Clergy 
with ſome Care, and did not know how to admit them to Subſcribe Ar- 
_ ticles, to which they were ſuch Strangers, now feel the Good of what many 
wiſe Men wiſh'd for, and ſee ſome happy Effects of ſuch an Undertaking. 
Thoſe Great and Judicious Men, who did what of this kind they judg'd needful in 
another way, and Explain'd, as they had occaſion, Matters belonging to the 
Articles, under the Name of much more Sacred Things, ſhow'd by that, 
that they did not think the Articles were too Sacred to be meddled with. 
For an Explanation of any of them, is as much an Explanation in another 
place, as if it ſtood in its own, and under its own proper Title; and any 
thing that Contradicts or Miſ-interprets them, is as much a Contradiction or 
Miſ· inter pretation of them, under any Name, and in any Bock, as if it 
went under the Name of an Expoſition of them, Their Modeſty and Caution con- 
ſiſted only in avoiding the Clamours of Hot Men, who would not have born 
any thing in that Nature contrary to their Sentiments. But Matters were 
no grown to that paſs, as not to diſpenſe with that Modeſty and Caution any 
longer: and a Biſhop, who had beſt reaſon to know the Uſe, having felt the 
Want of it, did venture to collect a Proviſion for young Students, before 
they come to receive Holy Orders. ?Twas a Bold thing indeed: but Bold- 
neſs and Reſolution is, in ſome x laces, and upon ſome accounts; ineceſlary 5} 
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eſpecially in a Man, who when he is to do Good, has always Piſadvantages 
to cope with, and who, had he compos d the Articles themſelves, might 
have probably expected a like, or a ſeverer Cenſure. The-reſt of jour 
Paragraph is not to the Purpoſe, after what has been ſaid. c. 
But your next Paragraph is for having an Authentick Expoſition 3 and the 
Matter Debated in Convocation; and the Perſons appointed by Them, to Com- 
päjoſe it. To ſpeak ſeriouſly, I think a Binding and e Authority 
upon ſuch a thing as that, would be no happineſs to the Church ; and, as 
WL good as it is, it is well that the Biſbops hath it not, but that every One's left 
to form his own Judgment upon it. As for your Argument againſt Him as 
4 Stranger, One that knows nothing of our Conftitution, that came hither 
but Yother day, and has no Inſight into the Matters of our Church, I muſt. 
/// LE RET TIT 
So much for the Undertaking, Now for the pretended Authority it comes out 
with. The late Archbiſhop put Him upon it; encourag d, and Approvd it. It 
had the Approbation of our two preſent Metropolit ans, many of our Biſhops, and 
learned Divines, This the Biſhop ſays Himſelf, to Recommend, and Juſtiſie 
His Work: And for you to call it pretended, is not becoming either your 
.- -*eůḿ © P 
Aud can any thing, you ſay, look more Fatal to the Eſtabliſh'd Church, than 
to have a Platform laid for Comprehenſion, and a Way ſcor d out for Evading the 
Force of all Subſcriptions, and this to be uſher'd in with ſo much ſeeming Authority, 
If yon mean by that Scare-crow Comprehenſion, a Fortifying the Church, by as 
great an Union as could confiſt with her Principles, and with the Deſires of the moſt 
_ Emment Men that have been of our Communion, both in the preſent and laſt Age, 
it is a Noble and Excellent Deſign. If you mean ſomething as bad by it, as 
you do by the Evading the Force of Subſcription ; J have ſhown you, there's no 
ſuch thing: and had I not, I ſhould have ventur®d to truſt to the Approbation 
of thoſe Great Men, that there's no ſuch ill Deſign in the Book; and to 
the Biſhop's Word, that they gave their Approbation. Their Judgments, and 
Ai Honeſty, are as much to be depended upon with me, as yours. But | 
cannot but a little wonder how you can ſmite the Biſhop from all fides thus. 
Sometimes tis the Attempt of a private Alan; and then, tis Bold, and Impu- 
dent, void of Modeſty, and Caution. Again, when you find it has a ſeeming 
Authority, then 'i: Dangerous, and gives Alarms and Jealouſies to True Church- 
men, Theſe Jealouſies occaſion Diſputes : Theſe Diſputes do Miſchief. All 1 
can ſay to that, is, That ſince they do Miſchief, they ſhould be, as much 
as poſſible, avoided z never courted and embraced. If Juſt Occaſions be 
_ offer®d, thoſe that offer them are highly to be blamed ; if Uojuſt one's be 
taken, thoſe that take them. Let others juſtifie their own Behaviour in 
| theſe Diſputes, and the neceſſity of undertaking them; I am to juſtiſie the 
l _ Biſhop, That He never offer'd any Occaſion for them: which, I think,! 
1 eaſily can. For his Book has no more Authority belonging to it, than as Men 
mall think fic to pay a modeſt Deference to that, which has paſs'd the ok _ 
—_— - , 5 „ VVV 


Publiſh it, 1 do not pretend to impoſe this upon 
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reltions of ſo exact Judgments, and ſhall find reaſon to yield to the Argu- 


ments and Reaſons brought in it. Tis not Bound upon any One, any 
farther than all Truth and Reaſon is:; Men are at liberty to follow or reject 
it, as they think it conſonant or repugnant to that: And if there ſhould be 
any thing in it which any One ſhould object againſt the Church of England, 
and She ſhould be aſham'd to own as Her Doctrine, She may fairly renounce 
it. The Bybop Himſelf formally diſclaims any ſuch Authority, pag. II. in 
the Preface : After all theſe Approbations, and many repeated Deſires to me to 
be upon the Reader as the Work of Authority. 
My Defy", in 4717 this Relation of the Motive: that led me firſt to Compoſe, and 

now to Publiſh this Work, is only to juſtifie my ſelf both in the one and the other, 


and to ſhew that I was not led by any Preſumption of my Own, or with any Deſign 


to Diftate to Others. *Twould make a Man almoſt reſolved to depend 
fooliſhly upon himſelf wholly, to run into the World with Heat, and Incon- 
ſideration, and reject and deſpiſe the Counſel, or Judgment, or Correction 


of his Friends, and prefer Raſhneſs and Preſumption, before Coolneſs and 
Exactneſs; to ſee a Man Abus d, for the very thing that He did to prevent 


all Abuſes; and that laid to Him as a Fault, which He us'd to make Him leſs 
faulty than He would have been otherwiſe thought. That indeed, I believe, 


is your Vexation; and His Caution in being Exact, is a Fault; becauſe His 5 


being ſo, is a Diſturbance. 


1 . 


This is an Anſwer likewiſe to your next Paragraph : You complain there 


of an Unhappineſs that is very eaſily remedy*d, and wou'd be ſo, did the Name 


| of @ Biſhop, or a whole Houſe of Biſhops,. go /o far as you jeeringly pretend. 
If any Papiſt, or Diſſenter, which there's no fear of, ſhould quote any thing 


out of that Book, as the Doctrine of our Church, againſt Thoſe they oppoſe, 


they muſt do, as in other Writers, defend it, if it be true; and deny it to be 


be our Doctrine, if it be falſe, and not in any of the Authentical ooks of the 


Church. Your Sentence about the Biſhop of Worceſter, ſhall be Anſwer'd in its 
due place; your modeſt Confidence cannot, no more than it can beparallell'd. 


A Preshyter giving a Biſhop the Lye, only upon an idle Suſpicion, againſt 
plain Aſſertions, and all the while complaining of the Vnhappine/s chat puts 


that Force upon him, is a Character that I hardly ever {aw to the Life before. 

| Your next Paragraph is already Anſwer'd, by Anſwering the Inſtances ou 
| brought to prove it. There] have ſhown, That there's no Undermining Foun. 
dationt, nor Fruſtrating Deſigns ; but the ſame Repard is bad to Men of differew — — | 
Fer ſuaſions, to keep them from the Miniſtry, as in the Articles, | 


Let us now come to your Particulars. nad. 
r. In the firſt Leaf, His Majeſty has a wrong State of the Caſe given Him, as 


e Differences in Religion : and a great deal of blame might ſeem 10 lie at our door, | 


were it really true, that the Wounds and Breaches made among thoſe, who in common. 


| Frofeſs the [ame Faith, are. owing to their being unhappily dis ſointed, and divided by 
ſome Differences, that are of leſs Importance, You take the Conſequence here 
upon your ſelf, That if we are djsjointed by Differences in things of leſs Impor- 
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tance (than thoſe in which we are agreed, or, than that ought to disjoin ut) 
we are then to blame. I can't imagine how you will clear your ſelf from the 
Aſſumption, and therefore the Concluſion muſt be yours too. I find many of 
them call'd, by the beſt Defenders of our Church, Indiſferent Matters, Mu- 
ters of leſs Concern, of leſs Moment; and many ſuch Expreſſions, which amount 
tothe ſame thing with Matters of ie Importance, e. 
Lou need not have taken the Pains to ſhow that this is no Slip, or Miſt ale, 
from the Author Diſcourſe with a Foreign' Divine; becauſe, tis what no Body 
need be aſham'd to own. The Lutheran is brought in, objecting againſt ow 
Church, That our Diſputes are only about Forms of Government, and Worſhip, and 
about things that were in thtir own nature Indifferent. How the Lutheran wa; 
 Anſwerd we are not told, but we may eaſily gueſs to what Effect it was, by the Prayer 
which follows, which is, That God would direct and enlighten all Men to conſider wel 
| how it ought to be Anſwer d : which looks as if be that thus prays were of the ſame 
Opinion with the Lutheran. What if he were of the ſame Opinion with him, 
and did wiſh, that after we bad been quarelling above theſe Hundred Tears, we 
night at laſt grow wiſer, and might all of us be enlightned and directed, ſome to 
leave our Heights, and make tolerable Conceſſions, and others to accept 
of them, and come in: For the Prayer refers much more to the Diſſenter;, 
than to Vs. And, if there were am hopes, that, upon the receding from 
ſome Indifferent Impoſitions, they would Come in, and make Ong Body with 
Us, I don't know how an Honeſt Man could be angry at it, or at any One 
that prays for it. All that any object againſt it, is the Impracticableneſs of 
it; but if they were enlghtned, and directed in the beſt Way, that would go 
off; and the Suppoſition is always put, If it were Prafticable': and there - 
fore 'tis not fair for Any to Exclaim againſt thoſe that think 'twould be 
then Reaſonable, becauſe they themſelves think it not Practicable. You hete, 
according to your uſual Fairneſs, and Upright Dealing, conceal part of the 
Story, which was put in to avoid Miſtakes : viz. It was in the Tear 1686. 
and then you count up our Enemies Papiſts, Socinians, Deiſts, Quakers, &c. 


when every One muſt know theſe are not ſuch as the Diſputes were then with: 


| Theſe are not ſuch as differ only in Forms of Government, and Worſhip, and 
_  Indifferent things; theſe are not ſuch as in common profeſs the ſame Faith with us: 
nor would you have thought they were ſo, but that you wanted an Occaſion 
t ̃ Ä? ITT HET 
2. Something is ſaid of our Divine, to the Ring, which can by no means redound = 
to their Credit, in point of dealing Sincerely either with God, or Man. They are 
 ſuppo"d to have pray d for two Kings ſucceſſively, as Defenders of the Faith, wh 
at the ſame time they apprehended to be led into the Deſign of Overturning it. This 
is not rightly repreſented : for though the Biſhop uſes the word thoſe, it's 
1 5 to me, He means only King James; and it's a common thing to uſe the 
Plural for the Singular: nor does He ſay any thing that they apprehended their 
Deſigns: He ſpeaks of the Deſign, as a thing paſt, Who had been fatally tes, 
and thats enough to make a Man aſham'd of giving them that I — 


gut you fay,. 1. ?Tis a queſtion 


begin 
bj the 


4 
ſaia 


both 
XXth Article; in both which the Reader is led to imagine, that the Printed Articles 
to which we Subſcribe, vary in very many Particulars from the Originals, &c. 
At the End of the Introduction, if any One will pleaſe to look there, he will 
find a full Anſwer to this Difficulty, and that you took from it all that you 


ane to be 
ae Printe 
or hath otherwiſe happen d to be loſt. Where had you this, but from the End of 
the Introduction? where the Biſhop ſays, The true Account of this Diſiculty is ibis: 


here ſay againſt the Biſhop. You ſay, Thoſe Articles in Corpus Chriſti College 
175 means look*d 


—_— 15 
whether by the Title of Defender of the Faith, 
we mult neceſſarily mean, Defender of the Proteſtant Religion, or only the Chriſtian 
Religion in General, ſince that Title was Inherent to the Imperial Crown of this Realm 
long before the Reformation.. As that Title is continuꝰd on to our Kings ſince 
the Reformation, in a Proteſtant Country, it ſeems to refer to the Faith Here 
Eſtabliſſ d. However, I would grant it ſuch a Title, as we need not be 
aſham'd to give, were your 24 Point true, which the Biſhop, when He ſays 
this, ſuppoſes to be falſe, and which certainly is ſo, namely, That if we enjoy 
the Profeſſion of our Religion, and the Protect ion of the Law, this may be ſufficient 
to juſtifie us in giving the Title. Had we done ſo, it had been ſomewhat like 
Juſtifiable : but as *twas juſt the contrary, I wonder you were not hand to 
put the Queſtion. A Man may be aſham'd of what he has done, without 


Pre uarication; and Shame may be often very innocent. 


Another like Piece of Inſincerity is laid to our Engliſh Divines Charge, in the 
* ning of the Preface : you quote the words, and ſay, It is again ſuggeſted 


Knot of the whole Difficulty lies is not defined, that is, Whether God's Eternal Pur- 


poſe, or Decree, was made according to what He foreſaw his Creatures would do, 
or purely upon an Abſolute Will, in order to his own Glory. It is very probable, that = 


hey who yen d it meant that the Decree was Abſolute ;, but yet, ſince they have not 


ſtances in which they would. be put, do, or not do; He, upon that, did, by a Firm 


| and Eternal Decree, lay that whole Deſign in all its Branches, which He execute. 
in Nime ; they may | ſubſcribe this Article, without renouncing their Opinion as tro 
this Matter. I leave it to the Reader to judge whether this be ſo heinous. a | 


Preyarication as you repreſent it. Gs Fg 
3. A very il Uſe might be made of a very grounaleſs Suggeſtion to be met with 
at the End of the lutroduction, and at the. Beginning of the Expoſition of the 


Pd upon as the laſt Originals from the which our Articles 
Tube laſt Record was dowbtleſs either burnt in the Fire of London, 1666. 


When the Articles were firſt Settled, they were Subſcrib'd by both Houſes upon Paper; 


but that being done, they were afterwards Engroſs d in Parchment, and made. up in 


Form, to remain as Record — Theſe Alterations then were made between the 


= op, p. 168. where you might likewiſe have met with an Anſwer. 
The Biſhop's words there are theſe - It is not to be denied, but that the Article 
ſeems to be framed according to St, Auſtin' Doctrine —— But that in which the 


it, thoſe who Subſcribe the Articles do not ſeem to be bound to any thing that is 
not expre ſa d in them. And therefore, ſince the Remonſtrant; do not deny but that 
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F 3 
time they were firſt Sul ſcrib'd and the laſt Voting of them. But the Original Records, 
which, if extant, would bave clear*d the whole Matter, having been burnt in the Fire 
of London, it i: not poſſible to appeal to them ; yet what has been propos d, may 
ſerve, I hope, fully to clear the Difficulty. Reflect upon what you have ſaid, 
and ſee if you can juſtific it to God, and your own Conſcience, 
© Youſay indeed, As much as this ſeems to be intimated at the End of the Intro. 
duction; that is, in a whole Folio Page, on pur poſe to clear the Difficulty. 
A pretty ſeeming Intimation, But in the XXth Article we are told what revive; 
the Difficulty; that is, we han't there this Page over again, becauſe the Biſbop 
thought every One who read the Book, would read the Introduction. I dont 
know whether you did read it or no, when you Anſwer d Him. But let us 
go on — You ſay, In the XXth Article, The Expoſitor ſays, The firſt word; 
of this Article were put in this plate, according to the Prime i Editions, though they 
are not in the Original of the Articles that are yet extant. Who would not hence 
infer, ſay you upon this, that theſe words were not in the Original Sign'd in Con- 
voc ation, whenas His Lordſhip can only mean that Manuſcript in Corpus Chriſti 
College. His Lordſhip means that, to be ſure ; and any Reader may ſee He 
does, by thoſe words, yer Extant for His Lord{lyp had told them before, 
that the Engroſs'd Originals were burnt. You go on — For that they were 
in that Original from whence our Articles were Primed, (and which was Sign'd in 
| Convocation, as wel as that imper fett Draught ſtill remaining) was put beyond all 
- Diſpute or Queſtion by Archbiſhop Laud, in « Speech in the Star-Chamber, and 
by Dr. Heylin, in his Hiſtory of Presbytery, p. 268. as there may be occaſion 
| bereafter to ſhew more at large. | believe I ſhall free you fromthe ſhame of laying 
hold on that Occaſion, by giving the Reader the Biſhop's words, and I ſeriouſly 
profeſs they are his: p. 16. Theſe Articles were firſt Printed in the Tear 1563, 
conform to the preſent Impreſſions which are ſtill in Vſe among us. So the Alterations 
were then made when the thing was freſh, and well known ;, therefore no Fraud or 
Artiſice is to be ſuſpected, ſince ſome Objections would have been then made, eſpecially 
by the great Party of the complying Papiſts who then continued in the Church : They 
would n0t have fail'd to have inade much uſe of this, and to have taken great Advan- 
tages from it, if there had been any occaſion for it; and yet nothing of this kind was 
then done, One Alteration of more I 


words of the XXth Article, The Church has Power to Decree Rites or Ceremo- 
nies, and Authority in Controverſies of Faith, were left out both in the Manu- 
| ſeripts, and in the Printed Editions, but were afterwards reſtored, according to the 
Articles Printed Anno 1563. I cannot find ont in what Tear they were again put 


mportance was made in the Tear 1571. Thoſe 


in the Printed Copies, They appear in two ſeveral Impreſſions in Queen Elizabeth's | 


time, which are in my hands, It paſſes commonly, that it was done by Archbiſhop 
Land ; and bis Ent mies laid this upon him, among other things, That be had cor- 
rupted the Doctrine of this Church, by this Addition : but Fe clearꝰd himſelf of that, 
45 well be might, and in a Speech in the Star-Chamber appeal d to the Original, and 
_ affirmed theſe words were in it, I muſt again aſſure the Reader, that theſe are 
the Biſpop's words, and defire him to look to the place; for, in this Cale 1 
N e | | e mice 


ſcarce dare truſt my own Eyes, and am afraid therefore be will not my Word- 
If a Man may be allowꝰd thus to miſ-repreſent Others, we can never be ſafe in 
what we ſay. No ſort of Security can be had from Mens Words, the uſual Means 
of expreſſing their Minds: Nothing can hold a Man that can come up to theſe 
1 en And yet this is the Method that you ſettle, in handling the Biſhop 


of Sarum. 


. You ſee then, ſo great an Hiſtorian as My Lord of Sarum is, was not ignorant 
of this Matter of Fact. And you muſt know, He was not, if you look into the 
Imroduction, where he fully clears the Difficulty, and takes off all Scruple that 
might other wiſe lie upon Mipiſters, who are to read the Articles in the face of the 
| Congregation, And now tell me, I pray you, What has the Biſhop of Saram 
done, to be thus uſed ? Wherein has he ſo forfeited all the Rights of Humane 


Nature, as to have the Dues, I won't ſay, of Re/pef#, or Charitable Favour, 
but even of Common Fuſtice, deny'd Him ? 


make him to forget his Religion, his Conſcience, and the terrible Day of the 
Tord! Theſe are Serious and Important Matters, not to be jeſted, or 


diſpenſed with, when we ſee fit. 


The Inſtances you have mention'd being all of them falſe, do not prove 
what you brought them for, That the Expoſition is of dangerous Conſequence to 
| the Church, in many Reſpects. Let us ſee now, whether that which is behind, 

of greater Conſequence when fully conſider'd, prove what you ſuggeſt it 
does: and whether you have not herein alſo falſly accus d the Ziſhop of doing 


what may, one day or other, prove fatal to the Church, 


l hall keep here to the Diſpute in hand, and not enter into any thing foreign : 


thereto, The King's Power in Spirituals, is a tender Point, and above my 
reach, and beſide this Controverſie, which ſeems to turn only upon this, 


Whether our Kings did not by their own Authority, with the Advice of ſome 


few of theClergy, make ſome Steps in the Reformation of the Church; and 
therein did not obſerve thoſe Rules that ought to be Sacred in Regular Times: 
and whether this Procedure of theirs, conſidering the Exigencies and Circum- 


ſtances of thoſe Times, was not juſtifiable, becauſe neceſſary to the bringing 
about that Glorious End, which, without a Miracle, could not have been 


5 expected other wiſe to be gained? That is, whether they had not a Lawful 
Power to do as they did, though that Power were not then exerciſed accord- 


ing to the Methods it ought to be. I ſhall therefore paſs by your firſt three 7 
Paragraphs in this Head, and ſuffer them to be true, though there are many 


things in them very exceptionable. Your Fourth blames the Biſtop, for 


throwing down the Boundaries, in his Scheme for Latitude; and more, for making 


all Changes Practicable, without going the Round-about Ways of Convocation and 


Parliament. You Exclaim at it very highly, and Argue againſt it very earneſtly, 
and ridiculouſly, from the Abuſes that have been, or may be made of it. 


The Biſhop ſays, When the Body of the Clergy comes to be ſo corrupted, that nothing 
can be truſted to the Regular Deciſions of any Synod, or Meeting, then the King may 


ſeleck 


| Whither do Party and Paſſion 
| hurry a Man! How does the Hatred or Love of a Man, or a Sett of Men, 


| ( 6 6. 5 


/tleft apeculiar Number, and give the Legal Samdtion to what they ſhall offer Him, &c. 


The Queſtion is, whether this be a true Rule; not, whether it be liable to 
Abuſe: for that's - of the beſt and moſt neceſlary things in the 
World. You your ſelf allow ſomething like this, in another Caſe — Je i: 
only (p. 63.) in Caſes of great Neceſſity, that the Secular Power does ever go about 


to Over-rule that Authority that is lodg*d in the Church, &c. And might not 1 


argue againſt yon, That here, the Secular Power it ſelf being Judge of the 


Neceflity, you open a Way for it to do what it liſts with the Church, when- 


ever it pleaſes to think there is ſuch a great Neceſſity. Men, doubtleſs, may, 
out of a miſguided Conſcience, or an Arbitrary will, think there is, or make 


ſuch a Neceſſity, and act upon thoſe Thoughts according as a real Neceſlity 
would warrant them to do; but as this does not excuſe them, fo it does no 


prejudice to a real and not miſtaken Neceſſity. This way of Arguing of yours 
would ſpoil all the Rules in the World, if becauſe thoſe Men who muſt be 
Judges of the Rule, may miſtake it, therefore the Rule it ſelf is to be rejected. 


If thers need of a Reformation, there ought to be one, is à certain Rule: and 


yet, the Prince being Judge of this Rule, it was as much abus'd by Queen Mary, 
ast was rightly uſed by King Edward, or as it had like to have been again abuſed 


| by King James; and yet the Rule's a good one ſtil], though never ſo liable to 


be miſtaken. If there be a Real Neceſſity, whether it be a great one, or a 


little one, as you learnedly diſtinguiſh, you know, of old, that it over-rale; 


things of courſe, and makes Regularity and Order yield to it. Now if Men 


would deſtroy Regularity, and Order, and break through thoſe Meaſures of 
Decency, and Cuſtom, upon a ſuppos'd Necellity of doing it, towards the 
attaining Ends of greater Moment than Decency and Order are, let them bear 


the blame, and let all concerned make 4 ſtand, in oppoſition to their Practices; 


but dont let Neceſſity, Real and Unfeign'd Neceſſity, ſuffer in the Conflict, but 
let it be allow?d its due Superiority over thoſe Matters of Courſe, The Biſkop, 


in thoſe words, ſuppoſes ſuch a Neceſſity; and therefore, I hope, may be 


favour d with what you can't deny to be the neceſſary Conſequences of it. 
How much ſoever it may be abus'd, by being falſly ſuppos'd, and put upon 


us, when it really does fall out, Regularity muſt give place. You talk of His 


promoting an Abſolute Sovereignty in Spirituali, and delire He would Explain 
Himſelf, If theſe Words want Explanation, Pll promiſe He ſhall : They 


were Prepared ( ſays He, p. 5.) 4s is moſt probable, by Cranmer, and Ridley, 


2d Publiſd by the Regal Au hority. Not as if our Kings had pretended to an 

- Authority to Judge in Points of Faith, or to Decide Controverſies, &c. He never 
any where aſſerts any ſuch Ab/olate Sovereignty, or any thing like it; nay, He 
' Excuſes, and Juſtifies their departing from the Settled Methods, by the 


Neceſſity of it, as we ſhall ſee in the next Paragraph.  *  _ 
You bring there the Biſhop's Words, and carefully conceal the Main of tifem 
in this Matter. After the words, Eft abliſh'd Rules, you make a long Stroke: but 


the Biſhop ſays thus; And that therefore it ought to be very ſeldom put in Practice, 


and never but when the greatneſs of the Occaſion will balance this Irregularity that is 


8 
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in it. But ſtill here is, &c. (as you quote it.) This ſomewhat explains, and 
ſoftens that Paſſage. And, I preſume, no Body can deny, that when there is 
a great and neceſſary Good to be done, and no hopes of doing it in the Ordi- 
ary, and Regular, Cuſtomary Methods of doing things of that Nature, 
there the Prince may break through thoſe Methods, and perfect the Deſign, by 
his own bare Authority. The Queſtion is put upon Suppoſition, that the 
Good to be done, is of greater Conſideration than Regularity is; and then it 
will follow, that Regularity, and Legal Cuſtom, muſt yield to it: And, as you 
maſt then grant, it ought ; ſo, on the other hand, we will readily grant yon, 
that without ſuch an apparent greater Good to be done, the Regular Methods 
of Synodic al Debates, and Deciſions, ought not to have been neglecled, and paſs'd 
by, as they certainly were, in many ſteps of the Reformation. * 
But though this, conſider'd ſingly, be certainly true, and the Rule be in no 
more danger to be abuſed, than all others are; yet the Biſhop's way of guard- 
ing it is ſuch, as to have taken off all Ambiguity, ſuch as has given it all the 
Proviſo's it ſtanas in need of, if He may be allow'd the favour all Writers have, 

of having one Paſſage explain'd and determin'd by another. He ſays, (p. 5. 

where He is ſpeaking of the Articles ) They were Prepared, as i; moſt probable, 

_ byCranmer, and Ridley, and Publiſh'd by the Regal Authority, Not as if our 
Kings had pretended to an Authority to Fudge in Points of Faith, or to Decide Con- 
troverſies., But as every private Man muſt chuſe for himſelf, and believe according 

to the Convictions of bis Reaſon, and Conſcience ;, ſo evry Prince, or Legiſlative 

Power (Von ſee, He diſtinguiſhes them) muſt give the Publick Santtion, and 
Authority, according to his own Perſuaſion. This makes indeed ſuch a Sanction to 
become a Lam, but does not alter the Nature of Things, nor oblige the Conſciences of 
 Subjefls, unleſs they come under the ſame Per ſuaſions, Such Laws have indeed the 
Operation of all other Laws ; but the Doftrines Authorized by them have no more 
Truth than they had before, without any ſuch Publication, Here's a Limitation, 
you ſee, with reſpect to the Law of God; and thoſe words, The Prince, or 
Legiſlative Power, are a Limitation, with reſpect to the Conſtitution of States, 


or Kingdoms, _ ec if Fob au rw 
| You ſay, The Apology made for the Irregularity, in the Paſſage quoted from 
the Biſbop, ſhows He meant only the Prince, not in Conjunttion with the Three 
Eſtates of the Realm. Suppoſe now, for once, that the Biſhop (though His 
Expreſſions be General, and applicable to All Conſtitutions ) meant the King 
of England, acting after that manner in the Reformation; we ſhall find that 
the Fad is true, and the Right indiſputable, though irregularly exercis'd : 
but this can no more juſtifie the Proceedings of a late Reign, than a true Rule 
can all the Miſt ales in applying it. ne e eee ee 
Your next Paragraph I have Anſwer'd already. ?Tis an Extravagance, to 
rail againſt any Rule, or Order, for the Abuſes of it; being they depend not 
upon it, but upon Mens Wickedneſs, and Folly. But this is not the firft 
Precbyterian Argument that hath been uſed in Writings of the like Nature with 


_ TEE Ws 
Tphoſe lnſtances from Scripture in the XXXVIIth Article you ſhould: not 
only have affirm'd, but prov'd to have been falſly cited, and applied. Till ! 
know what you have to ſay, | know not what l have to anſwer. And ſo 
' likewiſe you ſhould have told us thoſe Regular Synods whoſe Advice and Con- 
currence you blame the Biſhop for paſſing by. This might, in Juſtice, have 
been expected from you: and your leaving it undone, looks as if you ſpoke 
at a venture, upon an Imaginary Scheme you have laid in your Head. Iam 
ſure, except j ou allow ſuch a Power in the Prince, upon Extraordinary Occa- 
ſions, without the Advice and Concurrence of a Regular Synod, you cannot 
juſtifie the Proceedings in the Reformation. And them you do juſtifie, and yet 
allow ſuch Irregularities in them, as we ſhall ſee by and by, = 
Tou need not ask His Loraſhip*s Leave to ſay what you do. His Lordſhip will 
allow it generally to be true, and requiſite that they ſhould, and aiways but 
when there's ſuch a Good to be done, which cannot be done the Regular Way, 
as will balance the Irregularity. He gives as much Authority and Force as 
| you can to Cuſtom and Kegularity, and ſuppoſes them to yield only to a 
Neceſſity, in which they muſt be ſtept over, or broke through, or elſe 
ſomething of greater Concern and Importance beloſt,  _ 
Thus much for the Right. Now we come to enquire whether in any Part 
of our Reformation there were any ſuch Irregular Steps made, as to require ſuch 
a Juſtification. This, you ſay, the Biſhop ſuggeſts, and thereby derogates from 
the Honour of the Reformation, This is a ſad thing, that either all Proceedings 
muſt have been Regular, or elſe our Reformation Diſhonourable. If this Con- 
ſequence be Neceſſary, the Honour of the Reformation muſt fink. For no Man 
can deny, and you your ſelf grant, there were ſome ſuch Steps; and, if you 
did not, might be ſoon brought to confeſs it, when almoſt every Action of 


— King Heny, by his Vicgr- General, in making Canons, or Injunctions, without 


going the Round. about Way of Convocation; and thoſe in King Edward*s Reign 
likewiſe are ſo evidently againſt you. For my part, I can't ſee hw the 
| Honour of the Reformation is at all touch'd by the Irregularity of theſe Actions, 
ſince, humanely ſpeaking, there could have been no Reformation without it. 
*Twas an happineſs there were no more; but had there been, upon the ſame 
Grounds, it had been no Diſhonour to yield to Neceſſit . 
| You ſay, What moſt redounds to the Honour of our Church, is, the having had 
| all things tranſatted in a more regular way, than perhaps in any other Reforn'd 
Church whatſoever. Who will deny this ? Not the Biſhop, who wy 6 ſays, 
| That We bad been leſs forc'd to go out of the beaten-Road than They. Things, gene- 


rally ſpeaking, you ſay, were carry'd on according to the ancient Rules of S. ynodical = | 


Debates, and Deciſions, Here you acknowledge all things were not: and if 
Jour perhaps, and your generally ſpeaking, don't amount to as much as the 

Biſhop ſays, to derogate from the Honour of the Reformation, let the Reader judge. 
They knew, ſays He, that though they had been leſs forcꝰd to go out of the beaten- 


Y Rules, that ought to be Sacred in Regular Times, What jultify'd their departure 


Path than others, yet all things among themſelves had not. gone according to thoſe 


from 


/ 
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from thoſe Methods, in thoſe fewer things, was Neceſſity : And, ſuppoſing 


there had been the ſame Neceſſity for doing it in more, there had been no 
help, they mult have yielded. ?Tis your unhappineſs, to do, what you blame 


the Biſhop for, and Truth forces you to, againſt your own Accuſation. And 


this you do, as before, ſo inthis particularly, where you ſay as much as the 
Biſhop, to bring us upon the Level with other Churches, e 

As for your next Paragraph, *tis merely the Imagination of your own 
Brain, without the leaſt Light of Hiſtory : Ihe Convocation bore'a Conſiderable 
Part in the moſt material Steps that were made towards the Reformation. lt ſignifies 


not whether they did or no; for, if there were any in which they did not, 
thoſe were Irregular. But *twould be worth your while to ſpecifie ſome of 


then till Queen Elizabeth, and to give us ſome of the Canon they made; to 
make out, that they fram'd the Articles, and the Liturgy. Indeed, as the 


| Reformation grew nearer to a Head, the Regwlarity in Proceedings encreasd, 
and the Convocarion grew to have a greater Hand in it; but before that, many 


things properly belonging to them, and in Regular Times their due, were 


tranſacted without them: and had the Biſhop any where taken notice more 
than He does (for the Honour of the Reformation ) of the Convocation, it had 
been ſo eaſily refuted, that, inſtead of doing the Church Service, He had 


forfeited his own Honour and Credit, 


His Aifory is not in this place to be defended:: It is far above your weak 
Deſigns to leſſen it; and it hath ſtood the Attack of as ready a Heart, and a 
much abler Hand than your own, without any material Prejudice. But it's 
no wonder that it ſhould not take much notice, as of a Leading thing, of the 
Convocational Deciſions you ſpeak of, ſince they are, for the moſt part, merely 


the Fancy of your own Head, perfect Romance, to be met with no where, 
except, perchance, in ſome well kept and inacceſſible Extrafts. 3 


In your next Paragraph, after a ſmall fault, of the Convocations f b 
Meeting and Sitting with the Parliament, you blame the Biſhop, for giving ſo 
mort an Account of the Convocation in the Year 1552. which, whether it 
don't comprehend all that they did Material as to that of which he was 
writing the Hiſtory, we are to ſee by and by, beſides Philpot's Story, which 


he has in another Place. 


|  Youthen come to ſet the Hiſtorian againſt the Expoſitor, and make him ſhow 
| that the Church did not lie under that Fatal Neceſſity,the Introduction ſuppoſes it didz.. = 
5 that there was no want of a Regular Deciſion of Matters in Synod; and that our 


Religion was not Parliamentary. If you mean, by a Parliamentary Religion, 


E that it was Settled by AZ of Parliament; let the Papiſts object it, if they pleaſe,. 
tis what every One's glad of: If you mean, and they object, That many 


| things were done by the Secular Power, and the Parliament, before they: 
had gone through the Convocation ; tis not to be deny'd, with any Coun- 


tenance, in all the fi and Leading Steps towards a Reformation ; nor need 
it, becauſe ſo eaſily to be defended, from the Neceſſity of a Reformation, and: 


| {be higheſt Improbability, not to ſay more, of carrying is againſt a 9 * 
G eb ag F which, 
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| which, whoever ſays was not then the major part of the Clergy, muſt knoy 


little of that Time. But let's try your Compariſon. 


Tou give us the Biſhop's Words from the 5th and 6th Pages of the Intro. 
duction; and chop off the words as you think fit, none indeed very material, 
but ſome of them as I ſhow?d before, Explanatory. 


Here, you ſay, Two Things ſeem very obvious: 1. That the Engliſh Clergy ; 
were ſo govern'd by their Intere$t that a major part of their Repreſentatives in Convg. 


cation could never have been brought to Conſent to the Articles, which were prepared 


in order to a Legal Eſtabliſhment of the Reformation. The Biſhop only ſays, That 


they could not have paſs d by the Methods that are more neceſſary in Regular 


Ties, and therefore they could not be offer d «t firſt to Synod', or Convoca. 
tions, and therefore were Prepar'd by ſome few Men. 2. That for want of 


that, which could not be expected without a Miracle, the Articles were Publiſpd by 

| Regal Authority. An Apology is made, from the Neceſſity of it, for this way of 
Proceeding. The Apology is made for their not being offer'd at firſt to the Con- 
_ _ wecation, And *tis plain, from what was done in other reſpects without them, 


and from what Dr. Wake ſays (pag. 599, of his State of the Chafch) that the 


Archbiſhop did, in this of the Articles, before they came into the Convocation, 


Hie did beſcech the Council to prevail with the King, to give Authority to the Biſhops to 
canſe their reſpectiue Clergy to Subſcribe them; that He thought the King's Au- 


thority, in thoſe times, ſufficient, without the Concurrence of the Convoca. 
tion; that He had Suſpicions that the Articles would not pals the Convocation, 


would not, after this, imagine that our Articles were Commanded to be Subſcrib'd to 
by the Regal Authority only, whether the Clergy lib d it, or not; and the Articles 


at leaſt, not unleſs they were afraid that, if they did not Agree to them, they 


would be Enacted by the Regal Authority without them. You go on — Who 


themſelves, framed by the ſame Regal Authority, and the Clergy in Convocation, 


had nothing to do, either in the Compoſing them, or Agreeing to them ? That our 


Articles were fram' d by the Regal Authority, and that the Clergy in Convocation 


had no hand in framing them, is ſo notoriouſly plain, that it need not be 


prov'd: That they were Publiſn'd by the Regal Authority, and that that gives 
them all the Force they have, is as certain: That they were Agreed upon, or 


&o, in Convocation, is plain, from the Title of them; but many that Agreed 


to them did not like them, nor would (though upon ſome Conſiderations, 
ds in other things, they Agreed to them) have fram'd them, as they are, had 
they regularly began in Convocation, is probable, from what I ſaid before, 


and from what the major Part of the Clergy prov'd afterwards. That the 


Biſhop knew they Agreed to them, is evident from what you quote out of His 
Hiſt oryconcerning it; but He might not think that that Agreement was an) 


part of the Authority they were Enacted by, ſeeing ſome things were Enacted 
by the Regal Authority, and afterwards requir'd to be Agreed to, in Convoca- 
tion. All you can lay to the Biſhops Charge, is, not putting into his Account 


the Agreement of the Convocation. But that, it's plain, he omitted not with 


any ill Deſign; becauſe He tells us of that Agreement in His Hiſtory; becanſe 


He 


Wh OO ww 
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I believe it had been ſo, had it been likely to be 
that ſeem to prove juſt the contrary, -— 


E = 


— 
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' He had intimated it before. in thoſe words, firſt af; becauſe *is in the 
Tizle of thoſe Articles : And, laſtly, becauſe all the Authority of them proceeds 


from the King's Enacting them. He thought the Regularity of the Proceedings 
in it was not very material to be mention'd; ſeeing*cwas not exactly obſerv?d, 
and many other things were Enacted without that Regularity, We ſhall have 
more occaſion to talk of this by and by, and thither I refer what I have more 


to ſay of it. | 


You come now to compare what the Hiſtorian ſays to this. If He ſay any 
thing contrary to it, in plain terms, it would look hard on the Biſhop's fide : 
If Ke ſay things that ſeem, or may be wreſted another way only, then Chri- 
ſtian Charity would oblige us to interpret the Places ſo as to make them agree, 
and allow a Biſhop to ſpeak conſiſtently, if we can ; eſpecially conſidering that 


He did not think or intend to contradict any thing there ſaid, inthe Intro- 
Auction, as we may gather from a Diſcourſe, much of the ſame Nature with 


this in the Introduction, in the Preface to the Second Part of that Hiſtory, 


where He appears to have been of the ſame mind then, that He is now. 


The Convocation, you ſay, had a Hand in the Reformation under King Henry, 
He was the worſt Man you could have pick d out, One would have thought, 
for your Purpoſe ; ſeeing He ſo notoriouſly diſregarded all the Regular Me- 


thods of Synodical Debates, and Deciſians. What Foundation that Leading 
Doctrine of the King's Supremacy had from the Acts of Convocation, and how far 
it was Eſtabliſhd by the Famous Act of Submiſſion, is too well known, to need any 
Proof. And how that Act was forced from them, upon their running into a 
Pramunire, in Acting againſt the King's Supremacy before Settled, is as well 
known. I ſuppoſe, by what you ſay afterwards, that you don't count the 
 Tnjunitions ſent by Cromwell to the Biſhops to be any Step th wards the Reforma- = 
tion, in which there is not the leaſt mention of the Copvotation's Deciſions of 


them. No more do you thoſe, and the Homilies in theReign of King Edward; 


but all paſd the Convocation, with you. Indeed, this, is;downright Whimſy. 


And in thoſe very Points you bring to prove that the Convocation concurr'd 


with the Parliament, or that their Concurrence was thought neceſſary, (and 


obtain'd ) we ſhall find ſome 
You give us ſome words out of the goth Page, and fay, They ſhow 4 good * 


| Inclination, rather than an Auer ſion, to what was propos'd. Thoſe ſume that int 


mated this to the Archbiſnop might have a good Inclination, and yet the 


major Part an Averſion to it: Or they might, perhaps, do it only as an Excuſe 
for not Acting, I would ſay, Debating; for, it ſeems, they were not truſted 
with a Licenſe till after two Petitions, which looks a little ſuſpicious of them. 
Ih be former part of the next Paragraph I will Anſwer preſently : The 
latter part was only to bring in that Reflection, which you did not conſider 
your own Caſe when you utter d; being it is much more parallel to it, than to 
that to which you would apply it; for twas the major Part of the Lower Houſe 


was on the Side againſt the Reformers, Sure, you could not mean it to proves 


— 
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| : + words he had ſpoken the line l before: That the Popiſh Party was Prevalent; you 


| = No doubt they felt an Inconvenience of having ſuch a Power lodg'd in the 
Klug, as was by that A; - whereby He Diſpenſed with, or Confirmed, 
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det you! tre Fabel n 1 os FOE to ; „ ee A 
Vir. becauſe the Popiſh Party was F prevalent in both Houſes, that Cranmer bat 
"mo hopes of doing any thing. 15 

But now to noks the Biſhop not only contrad ic his Introduftion, but thevery 


F * * ** 4 


ſay, that they preſented four Petitions, that don't at all look favouring of Popery. 
- - The 1ſt. is, That there might be Perſons Tmpower? to Reform the Eccleſiaſtical Lam,. 


Canons by His own Power; and beſides too, they ſaw things manag?d by 
fewer Men than Thirty Two, among whom there were not any that much 
 fawour'd Popery. The 2d. was, To Sit in Parliament; or, That no Afts con- 
cerning Matters of Religion might Paſs, without the Sight and Aﬀſent of the Clergy. 
And this one thing fattefies m me, that they were not, what you think, inclined 
to a Reformation: though *twere no wonder if theſe Petitions were ſome. 
what that way; becauſe Men can, and will diſſemble, when they ſee them. 
ſel ves not truſted with thoſe things, which they would be truſted with, were 
they ſure and ſteady, and others doing them more thoroughly than they wiſh 
them done. But it's a perfett Demonſtration againſt what you ſaid juſt now 
in the 58th Page, That many things were done in Parliament, but not without the 
Convocation : and afterwards, That, ſince 4 Convocation was Sitting, with an 
© at the Head of them jo well encliwd, it is not at all _ that the Houſe 
of Commons would have the firſt Debating of ſuch Points, as is that of the Sacra. 
ment, and that of the Communion in both Kinds, without hearing what the 
Clergy had to ſay upon ſuch Subjects. This is Argument againſt Matter of Fatt. 
1 think the Realoh ſhould 3 ſtood t other way: That, ſince the Commons 
had the firſt Debating of thoſe Points, it's a certain ſign the Archbiſhop, who 
was the beſt Judge, however well enclin'd himſelf, did not think the "Houſe 
| ſo; otherwiſe He would have got them a Licenſe before the Commons had 
meddled with theſe things, and have let the Debate; have been fir in the 
Convocation, as they ſhould have been according to Regularity; which, it is 
not to be thought, He would ſtep aver, without an apparent Reaſon. And 
that the Matter of Fatt was thus, however unlikeiy you think it, is evident 
from the Petition it ſelf, For Men uſe not to Petition for that, "which they 
have in their hands; and if, as you ſay, the Commons did not do thoſe things, = 
without hearing what the Clergy had to ſay, (that is, the Opinion of the Corvo- 
cation) 'twould have been very idle ind Tidiculous, for the Clergy to Petition, 
Tbat nothing might Paſs in the Houſe of Commons, without their Sight, and Aſſet. 
And that . had no Licenſe to Act, is likewiſe clear, becauſe in their Second 
Tetition they deſire one. Can any One ſuppoſe, had the Clergy been well 
diſpos d, that the Archbiſhop (He that knew them ſome what better than we 
can pretend, at this diſtance, who yet will gueſs, from very Obſcure Minutes, 
and from ſome Petitions, which the Circumſtances of Things forc?d from 
5 ons: and which —— a os but very little that way, chat — m 
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. temper than Re ſhow'd He thought them) Would the Archbiſhop, 
| 1Gay, have let them be without a Licenſe ? Would He, without any.reafon, ._ 
| have let the Commons break in upon the Regularity of Proceedings in purely ©... 
Religious Matters? It is Incredible. Things were done as they were, becauſe . + 
there was no likelihood yet of doing them as they ſnould be. This will ſerve 
for an Anſwer to the other Two, being much of the ſame Nature with tze 
| Firſt, and the deſire of taking off the Six Articler. When they procured a 
Licenſe, -is not certain; but on the 29th of November 4 Declaration was ſent | 
down, &c. as you quote it. This Subſcription of tie Lower Houſe is antecedent, 
you ſay, to the A of Parliament. To its Paſſing, indeed, it is; but the Bi of 
the Sacrament was Read Four times; and the Bil for Receiving in both Rind. 
was brought in on November the 24th: which was all before the Convocation —Þþ 
meddled with it; ſo that it was firſt Debated in the Houſe of Commons. Ils 
likely, that the C onvocation, upon ſeeing that Things would be done in the * © 
Houſe without them, made their Petitions 3. which, looking pretty well. | 
gained them a Licenſe ; and then, after they had one, they would not ſeem * = 
utterly excluded, but yielded to ſome things, by the Archbiſbop's labouring 
with them, and their own fear that things would have been done otherwiſe 
without them. This is a Conjecture indeed, but with ſome Shew of Proba«= 
bility 3 as yours is likewiſe, without any. They Paſi'd alſo that of the Matriage 
of the Clergy, before its coming into Parliament. You here have gotten an 
| Inſtance and an half, and from them argue that they had a Hand in al the ' 
| Steps were made. Whereas, for one ſuch Inſtance, you cannot but know that 
you may have twenty produc'd on the other Side, in which Things were done 
by the King's Authority, without Them. But at laſt, what's all this to prove? 
Why; There's a Diſpute between Some that hate the Reformation, and Us: 3 
They object toUs,the Irregularity of our Proceedings, that the Reformation was 
carry*'d- on, as begun, not by the major Part of the Biſhops and Clergy, but bua 
few ſelected Biſhops and Divines, who, being ſupported by the King's Authority, a 
did frame things as they pleas'ꝰd, Cc. Now Dr. Burnet, in his Hiſtory, having | 
| found ſomething like this, in his Preſace Anſwers, from the Neceſlity of it; 
and defends the Rings Authority: and the Biſhop, not having yet forgot that 
He wrote that e and Preface, talks much to the ſame purpoſe in the - 
Inrodujon. - You, on the other hand, for the Honour of the Reformation, wil! 
have it ſpotleſs, and Regular; and, with the Help of Dr. Heylin, prove that 
all things went on according to the Steps that ought to be Sacred in ſuch Re- 
gular Times: They were Paſs'd in Convocation, and by the Authority of tot, 1 
and the Xing, Enacted, and Publiſh'd. This you prove, beyond all Diſputes 
bor, on the 29th of November, after it had been 2wice ſent them, they Agreed) |} 
5 to the Declaration about the C ommunion; and on the 17th of December, to t ge 
Marriage of the Clergy. And ſo, no doubs, they had a hand in al other A. 
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EOS 28 | Biſhop, 'of the King's Authority, He would haveſaid the fame; bad they 
dee Fe gh che Con pen, bn. What Thoughts, ſuppoſe you, bad 
be „de the King's Authority, who would have had the Architſhop begun with 
| . 1 Articles, as you ny ſee in the ſaine Page: Or what Thoughts had the 
- 5 ebene *, and of the Cumocarinn anck Clerry + When He:wonld have had 
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Wt 45 5 "Proceedings of any Body) forth the Comm to Report do the Houſe, and the 
wmanſe to Agree to it? And was there any thing in the C erben, and ib, 2c· 
NN  cording-to you afid the Doctor, in-the Ae like this? Did the Cechiſn 
F dier come into the Convoration't Mr. Figs Talks of no Gran amm, 
truſted the Ettleflaftical "Laws" Be does not ſpeak one word of a Tat 4 
|| e (which beſides, if,*<wereto whatoaly;aCommicree of the Synod did, 
Ds not Regular) any farther than as the AF e makes the Cleryy give 
>  #ughanone. *Tisworthwhileto ſeehow yourepreſ nt this, and how finely you 
B - Makape. it. This Adtount anſwers for the Articles, am ormany otherthings of it 
1 aue I it do EY out — — leave taſaꝝ Thatthe Biſboy might 
ofthe Coruorayor, ſince the Carechiſm never had 
"ave upon the ſame foot. Nay, the 3 
a2 cee Mr. Phiſa, 
DEER "A bouche 
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